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Election Promises Should Be Kept 


WE LACK LEADERSHIP THAT PLACES AMERICA FIRST 





By CHARLES A. LINDBERGH 
Delivered at Madison Square Garden, New York, Rally Under the Auspices of the 


E are assembled here tonight because we believe in 
an independent destiny for America. Such a destiny 
does not mean that we will build a wall around 

our country and isolate ourselves from contact with the rest 
of the world. But it does mean that the future of America 
will not be tied to these eternal wars in Europe. It means 
that American boys will not be sent across the ocean to die 
so that England or Germany or France or Spain may dom- 
inate the other nations. 

An independent American destiny means, on the one hand, 
that our soldiers will not have to fight everybody in the 
world who prefers some other system of life to ours. On the 
other hand, it means that we will fight anybody and every- 
body who attempts to interfere with our hemisphere, and 
that we will do so with all the resources of our nation. It 
means that we rely on our own strength, our own ability 
and our own courage to preserve this nation and to defeat 
any one who is rash enough to attack us. It means that we 
have faith that these United States of ours can compete in 
commerce or in war with any combination of foreign powers, 
and that we are no more afraid of the Europe of Germany 
than our forefathers were afraid of the Europe of France 
or England or Spain. 


No REASON FOR FEAR 


We in America should have no reason to fear. With 
adequate leadership we can be the strongest and most in- 
fluential nation in the world. No other country has as great 
resources. None is as easily defended. We lack only a 
leadership that places America first—a leadership that tells 
what it means and what is says. Give us that and we will 
be the most powerful country in the world. Give us that 
and we will be so united that no one will dare to attack us. 


America First Committee, May 23, 1941 


Our country is not divided today because we fear war, or 
sacrifice, or because we fear anything at all. We are divided 
because we are asked to fight over issues that are Europe’s 
and not ours—issues that Europe created by her own short- 
sightedness. We are divided because many of us do not wish 
to fight again for England’s balance of power, or for her 
domination of India, Mesopotamia, or Egypt, or for the 
Polish Corridor, or for another treaty like Versailles. We 
are divided because we do not want to cross an ocean to 
fight on foreign continents, for foreign causes, against an 
entire world combined against us. Many of us do not think 
we can impose our way of life, at the point of a machine gun, 
on the peoples of Germany, Russia, Italy, France and Japan. 
Many of us do not believe democracy can be spread in such a 
manner. We believe that we are more likely to lose it at 
home than to spread it abroad by prolonging this war and 
sending millions of our soldiers to death in Europe and Asia. 

Democracy is not a quality that can be imposed by war. 
The attempt to do so has always met with failure. De- 
mocracy can spring only from within a nation itself, only 
from the hearts and minds of the people. It can be spread 
abroad by example, but never by force. The strength of 
a democracy lies in the satisfaction of its own people. Its 
influence lies in making others wish to copy it. If we can- 
not make other nations wish to copy our American system 
of government, we cannot force them to copy it by going 
to war. 


INTOLERANCE SEEN Risinc HERE 


On the contrary, if we go to war to preserve democracy 
abroad, we are likely to end by losing it at home. There 
are already signs of danger around us. We have been shout- 
ing against intolerance in Europe, but it has been rising in 
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America. We deplore the fact that the German people can- 
not vote on the policies of their government—that Hitler 
led his nation into war without asking their consent. But, 
have we been given the opportunity to vote on the policy 
our government has followed? No, we have been led toward 
war against the opposition of four-fifths of our people. We 
had no more chance to vote on the issue of peace and war last 
November than if we had been in a totalitarian state our- 
selves. We in America were given just about as much chance 
to express our beliefs at the election last Fall as the Germans 
would have been given if Hitler had run against Goering. 

The state of affairs should make every American—even 
the interventionists—stop and think before we plunge blindly 
into a second world war. There are many interventionists 
who actually believe that by going to war we can strengthen 
democracy throughout the world, and with it all the civil- 
ized virtues which we in this country support. Those people 
overlook our failure in the last war “to make the world 
safe for democracy.” They overlook the persecution and the 
intolerance which followed that war in Europe. They do 
not seem to realize that the elements they dislike in Germany 
lie beneath the surface of every nation; that they are here 
in America just as they are in Europe, and that nothing 
is as likely to bring them out as war—especially a prolonged 
war. 

I opposed this war before it was declared because I felt 
it would de disastrous for Europe. I knew that England and 
France were not in a position to win, and I did not want 
them to lose. I now oppose our entry into the war because 
I do not believe that our system of government in America 
can survive our participation or our way of life can sur- 
vive our participation. 


PLEA TO INTERVENTIONISTS 


And here I address a plea to any interventionists who may 
be listening to me tonight. I ask them to consider what a 
prolonged war will bring. I ask them to consider what the 
last war brought to Europe—to Russia, to Italy, to Ger- 
many and now to France and England and even the smaller 
countries. I ask them to remember that we in America re- 
turned from that war with the loss of relatively few soldiers, 
but that now we face a war in which our losses are likely to 
run into the millions and in which victory itself is doubtful. 
I ask them to consider whether democracy, tolerance and our 
American way of life are likely to survive in such a strug- 
gle. Or may we not find conditions as bad or worse in 
America after a war than they are in the dictatorships of 
Europe today? 

It is all very well to shout for war, to say that aggression 
must be stopped, that our ideals of democracy must be pre- 
served all over the world. But when the shouting is over, 
then we will be faced with the reality of war. Some one 
must lay plans for invading Germany, for invading Japan, 
for invading possibly Russia, France, Italy and Spain as 
well. Some one must do the fighting; some one the dying. 
When we turn from sentiment and motion to reality and 
action, the task we face is staggering. We find ourselves 
unprepared for war, about to enter an action that will re- 
quire us to cross two oceans and to invade nations with a far 
greater population than ours, nations with armies that have 
been trained for years, armies that have been hardened by 
generations of warfare, armies that are larger now than 
ours can ever be. We find ourselves in a position where we 
would have to force landings on hostile coasts against the 
prepared positions of the strongest military powers in the 
world. 


Democracy is not likely to survive a conflict such as this 
will bring. Does any one think that freedom can exist even 
in America if we are forced into such a war? The United 
States is a nation of mixed races, religions and beliefs. We 
came from every part of Europe and from every portion of 
the earth. Here, in this country, we have learned to live 
peacefully together. Here we have developed a racial toler- 
ance such as the world has never known before. Here we 
have developed a civilization in many ways never previously 
approached. Why must all this be jeopardized by injecting 
the wars and the hatreds of Europe into our midst? Why, in 
this second century of our national existence, must we be 
confronted with the quarrels of the old world that our fore- 
fathers left behind when they settled in this country? 

It is to answer these questions, it is to oppose intervention 
in this war, it is to preserve our American way of life, that 
you and I have assembled here tonight. We have assembled 
to show that in times of crisis there still are men and women 
in this country ready to give up their normal interests and 
their normal occupations so that our way of life and our 
right to determine it may survive. 


SAcRIFICES ARE CITED 


Every one of us has made some sacrifice to attend this 
rally. You have given up an evening at home or with your 
friends. Senator Wheeler has come from Washington to talk 
to us. He represents the type of leadership that places Amer- 
ica first. Mr. Thomas has added this engagement to an 
already crowded schedule. If all of our leaders had the 
courage, integrity and vision that these men have shown, 
this country would not be on the verge of war today. Mrs. 
Norris, Mrs. Marquand, Mr. Flynn, all of us on the 
America First Committee are contributing cverything we 
can to prevent this war and to maintain the way of life we 
believe in for America. 

I am glad to be able to tell you that our strength is in- 
creasing. This meeting is one of many. I have just come 
from the West, and I can tell you that in every State, in 
every city, on street corners and on farms, men and women 
are meeting, as we have met tonight. From every section 
of our country a cry is rising against this war. But it is a cry 
that reaches beyond the question of war alone. It is more 
penetrating than that. It echoes from the very foundations 
on which our system of government is built. It asks how 
this situation came about. It demands an explanation of 
what happened at the elections last November. It demands 
an accounting from a government that has led us to war 
while it promised us peace. To both Democratic and Re- 
publican leaders, this cry should be a warning of an awakened 
spirit in our nation—a spirit that has carried us through 
times of crisis before, and that will carry us through times 
of crisis again. 

We in America can make our nation an example for the 
rest of the world. We can spread our ideals in other 
countries. We can defend this hemisphere from invasion. 
And all of this can be accomplished without entering the 
war. With your assistance, we will create the leadership 
necessary to do it. The America First Committee asks 
your help in carrying out this program. We ask you to 
join with us in demanding that election promises be kept. 
We ask you to organize your community, to write to your 
Representatives in Washington, to attend meetings of this 
kind whenever they are held. Our American ideals, our in- 
dependence, our freedom, our right to vote on important 
issues, all depend on the sacrifice we are willing to make, 
and the action we take at this time. 
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Aid to Britain Will Be Delivered 


WE WILL NOT PERMIT OUR PURPOSE TO BE FRUSTRATED 


By CORDELL HULL, Secretary of State 
Delivered over radio from Washington, D. C., May 18, 1941 


ONIGHT we inaugurate another annual National 

Foreign Trade Week. Again, as a year ago, it comes 

in the midst of war. You know as well as I that now 
there is little use in our talking about and planning for 
foreign trade unless the outcome of the war is favorable to 
the free peoples of the world. For trade means free bargain- 
ing to mutual advantage. To us it does not mean exploita- 
tion by military cliques backed by cannon. And so, for the 
present, our foreign trade consists more and more, and will 
consist more and more, of making and placing in the hands 
of nations, which are resisting unlawful attack, the tools 
of self-defense. This trade, like all trade, is futile if the 
goods produced do not reach those for whom they are 
intended. 

We are a practical people. When we set ourselves to a 
task we finish it. We have set ourselves to the task of 
arming and supplying those whose successful defense is vital 
to our security. I have said before, and I repeat: We will 
not permit this purpose to be frustrated. We will find a way 
to insure that the weapons pouring in ever greater volume 
from our factories will reach the hands which eagerly await 
them. Only as we stand strong and united in this purpose, 
can we look forward to a brighter day. 


Cires SPREAD OF AGGRESSION 


We have seen during the past year the continued spread 
of ruthless aggression by nations bent upon world domina- 
tion. We have seen the enslavement of every nation which 
was so unfortunate as to stand in the way and was not 
strong enough to repel aggression. Nations which were un- 
able to protect themselves have been crushed by military 
frightfulness that has known no bounds. In each territory 
taken over, organized brutality has been carried to the 
utmost lengths in order to coerce conquered peoples into 
unwilling support of new conquests and an ever-widening 
circle of enslavement. 

The safety of our nation, as of every free nation, is in 
mortal danger in so far as our people permit themselves to 
be lulled into a false sense of security by those who mistak- 
enly assume that two oceans plus a natural desire to be at 
peace with all the world will protect us. The paramount 
purpose of the leaders of the movement of conquest is to 
secure control of the high seas, which control is essential 
to the execution of their program of world domination. 
Every consideration of our own defense and safety requires 
that we see to it that Great Britain receives adequate supplies 
for her successful resistance. 

At this critical moment we must not be weakened by in- 
ternal division; we must devote our whole energy to essen- 
tial tasks. The production and transfer of essential supplies 
to those countries which are actively resisting aggression 
demand sacrifice of time and substance and making of maxi- 
mum effort, on the part of each and every American citizen. 
Delays in meeting full schedules of production of essential 
military supplies, whether caused by business complacency or 
by strikes, can and should be avoided, for they gravely en- 
danger the safety of the nation. Our greatest possible na- 
tional effort must be made, not for the sake of other coun- 


tires, but primarily for the sake of and to insure our own 
security. Either the spread of lawlessness in the world must 
be brought to a halt or we shall soon find ourselves sur- 
rounded by aggressors and compelled to fight, virtually 
alone and against great odds, for our own national existence. 

These are obvious dangers that lie immediately ahead. 
But they are not the only dangers. To get a more complete 
picture of what they involve, it is necessary to envisage the 
kind of an economic world that would exist if the would-be 
conquerors were to win. ‘Their current pronouncements 
and practices provide an ample warning on that score. 

The key to their economic program is contained in one 
simple world—conquest. Every territory that they conquer 
is reduced forthwith to an economic master-and-slave rela- 
tionship. The economic structure of the enslaved country 
is forcibly re-shaped and systematically subordinated to the 
economy of the ruling or conquering country. Within the 
entire tributary area, autarchy or economic self-sufficiency 
is set up as the central feature of economic policy. At the 
center of this widely dispersed web of captive nations, the 
master country wields its vastly enlarged powers in an un- 
ceasing effort to ensnare, overwhelm and enslave every re- 
maining free nation in the world. 

The tragic experience of the conquered countries of Europe 
provides unassailable evidence of how this system is applied 
in the field of trade. Under it, trade is reduced essentially 
to enforced barter. The would-be conqueror forces delivery 
to him, at his own price, of the goods he wants, and enforces 
this arrangement by every device of discrimination and arbi- 
trary control. There is not the slightest pretense of promoting 
mutually profitable trade with other countries upon the basis 
of equality and fair dealing. It is a system based upon the 
principle, not of economic co-operation, but of economic 
spoilation. 

Reviews AMERICAN EFFORTS 


In the face of these facts, no one need be in doubt as to 
the situation that would confront this nation, in the realm 
of trade as elsewhere, in the event of Axis victory. For the 
last seven years our government has taken the leadership in 
an effort to reopen the channels of international trade and 
thus to assist in world economic restoration, with resulting 
political stability, from which all countries, great and small, 
would benefit. It has proceeded throughout upon broad 
principles of co-operation and fair dealing, and has recognized 
that only mutually profitable trade can be truly beneficial 
and enduring. These principles are broad enough to include 
every country willing to co-operate in a program of economic 
peace. By the same token they stand at the opposite pole 
from the predatory policies and methods of the totalitarians. 
Between the two systems there can be no workable adjust- 
ment. 

After the first World War, an attempt was made to re- 
organize the world on a sound basis. New institutions were 
created, and new methods of co-operation were established. 
All peoples shared the hope that a new era in international 
relations had begun. 

Unhappily, shortly after the close of the World War, 
power fell into the hands of groups which advocated political 
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and economic nationalism in their most extreme forms. The 
inevitable effects, politically, economically and socially, dur- 
ing the years that followed were utterly disastrous. The 
outcome was division and weakening, and final breakdown, 
of the necessary international foundation on which peace is 
based. 

Post-War PRINCIPLES 


Knowing these facts as we do, it is none too early to lay 
down at least some of the principles by which policies must 
be guided at the conclusion of the war, to press for a broad 
program of world economic reconstruction, and to consider 
tentative plans for the application of those policies. 

The main principles, as proven by experience, are few and 
simple: 

1. Extreme nationalism must not again be permitted to 
express itself in excessive trade restrictions. 

2. Non-discrimination in international commercial rela- 
tions must be the rule, so that international trade may grow 
and prosper. 

3. Raw material supplies must be available to all nations 
without discrimination. 

4. International agreements regulating the supply of com- 
modities must be so handled as to protect fully the interests 
of the consuming countries and their people. 

5. The institutions and arrangements of international 
finance must be so set up that they lend aid to the essential 
enterprises and the continuous development of all countries, 
and permit the payment through processes of trade consonant 
with the welfare of all countries. 


“Open TO Every NATION” 


Measures taken to give effect to these principles must be 
freely opened to every nation which desires a peaceful life in 
a world at peace and is willing to co-operate in maintaining 
that peace. 

Such a program has strength and endurance. It will stand 
long after the war-built arrangements forced on disheartened 
or imprisoned peoples by military conquest have fallen to 
pieces and have vanished utterly. 


There still are people who do not see that if, when the 
present conflict ends, we do not have a system of open trade, 
they will not be able either to buy or to sell except on terms 
really laid down by the military forces and political authori- 
ties of the countries with which they have to deal. 

Unless a system of open trade becomes firmly established, 
there will be chronic political instability and recurrent eco- 
nomic collapse. There will never be peace in any real sense 
of the term. 

In the final reckoning, the problem becomes one of estab- 
lishing the foundations of an international order in which 
independent nations co-operate freely with each other for 
their mutual gain—of a world order, not new but renewed, 
which liberates rather than enslaves. 


Wovu.Ltp EnNp Woritp MENACE 


We shall not be able to do this, until we have a world free 
from imminent military danger, and clear of malign political 
intrigue. At present the world is scourged by both. We can 
expect no healthy development until the menace of conquest 
has been brought to an end. Only then will the time have 
arrived when steel is valued, not in terms of the bombs that 
can be made of it, but in terms of the instruments of peace- 
ful life into which it can be forged; and when foreign trade 
has reverted again from cargoes of weapons and explosives 
to commodities that nourish and heal and enrich their con- 
sumers. 

This nation is resolved to evade no issues and to face 
harsh facts. We believe that there can be created a safer 
and more prosperous world. We have the tools—the re- 
sources, the brains, the hands—with which to help make it 
such. But first the tide of force must be turned back. Once 
that is done, we and other nations can re-establish an open, 
co-operative economic life in which trade may increase, eco- 
nomic welfare may grow, civilization may advance, and the 
peaceful and benevolent instincts of masses of now prostrate 
people may once more flourish in the really worth-while ways 


of life. 


Naval Aid to England 


IT WOULD BE MORE HONORABLE TO DECLARE WAR 


By REAR ADMIRAL YATES STIRLING, JR. 
Delivered before the Kiwanis Club of New York, April 30, 1941 


to the utmost in the war... claim that it is because 

they are primarily practical. They insist that if a 
nation is to survive in a hostile world its ideals must be 
backed by the hard logic of military practicability ... and 
that the country should not enter a war unless it has reason- 
able chances of winning. This Doctrine is a challenge to 
every ideal held sacred by America. 

Did practicability influence us when we went to war with 
Spain in 1898. Spain’s fleet was substantially equal to our 
own ... and her army in cuba was larger than the terri- 
torial troops that we had at our disposal. In addition 
Germany ... with a very sizable and efficient fleet . . . stood 
against us. It was a war that we might not have won, for 
we were wholly unprepared for fighting . . . but that thought 
in no way influenced the American people’s decision. Spanish 


, NHOSE who are against this country helping Britain 


military occupation of cuba and the cruelties committed upon 
the cubans was cause enough for this country to demand that 
Spain relinquish Cuba to the Cubans. Practicability ... of 
course is a valuable asset . . . but not at the expense of the 
cherished ideals of a nation. 

The war against the Barbary Pirates over a century ago 
in the Mediterranean was not a practical undertaking .. . 
we had few warships in those waters and no locality under 
our flag where our ships could be fitted out or serviced. Yet 
we entered the harbor of Tripoli and set fire to that port 
and the ships there and won from the pirates a treaty by 
which our merchant ships and our seaman were left un- 
molested. Ideals, in that case . . . overrode practicability. 

We are now opposing Japan in her conquest of China... 
taking the risk of war by so doing. A war with Japan 
would not be backed by the hard logic of military practica- 
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bility . . . for Japan is far better prepared for a war in the 
Orient than is this country . . . yet we risk war because of 
our ideals. We do not subscribe to aggression which Japan 
is practising on China. 

These isolationists do not believe that our American ideals 
and our way of life will gain through an unsuccessful war 
.. . but joining Britain now would not necessarily be an 
unsuccessful war. 

Are the isolationists advocating that we must give up our 
ideals over the treatment of China by Japan .. . and con- 
done the acts of aggression by recognizing Manchukuo and 
the puppet governments of Peiping and Nanking? 

It may not be entirely practicable to risk war in defense 
of ideals . . . but always weighing the chances of getting 
hurt in putting forth the ideals for which the nation sub- 
scribes is not... nor never has been. . . the American way 

. and even though the nation has never been prepared 
for war... it has ever managed to muddle through to 
victory. 

The Monroe Doctrine is a case in point. We have forced 
that Doctrine on an unwilling Europe for many years... 
although during that time we have never been prepared for 
war in case the Doctrine was challenged. It was England 
and her navy that can be thanked for our immunity from 
attack. 

I cannot believe that England will lose this war... and 
believe with our help now she will win it. 

It is true, that Germany has defeated and over run every 
nation that has opposed its mad thirst for conquest of Europe 

. and after Europe the world . .. or as much of it as 
Hitler can bite off. The neutral nations who opposed the 
German invasion of their soil did so. . . not because they 
believed they could succeed against Hitler’s military and air 
power ... or because they really counted upon British sup- 
port. It was because they believed in their soul. That is 
most precious to an honorable nation. They were willing to 
sacrifice themselves before the German juggernaut .. . 
rather than submit tamely to slavery. 

These nations are a conquered people . . . but their minds 
and their souls have not been conquered ... and they will 
bide their time to show the dictator that the soul of a nation 
cannot be killed by incessant air bombing and ruthless in- 
human treatment of their peoples. 

Hitler must be on guard every minute that he occupies 
these countries . . . for they have in their hearts the will to 
oppose him at every turn and in the end rise up against 
him. 

England and France were not prepared to go to war with 
Germany. England may have made a military mistake in 
going into a war in which she had everything to lose and 
nothing to gain... but there are higher principles of moral 
conduct that actuate peoples much more compelling than 
those which might have counselled England to hold aloof 

. while Germany trampled down Poland . . . a nation 
innocent of aggression . . . whose sole desire was to maintain 


‘a just peace and obtain its just rights in the world. 


England called upon all neutrals to combine against the 
aggressor . . . but these nations were fearful of the conse- 
quences to their people in case they sided against the German 
Reich . . . and remained individual . . . to be knocked over 
one at a time like so many ten pins. 

France fell because of divided counsels . . . Faulty staff 
work and fifth column activity within that country . 
which had worked for so many years that France’s military 
machine . . . with the best soldiers in the world . . . could 
not oppose the German onslaught. 


If the people of all these countries that have been con- 
quered .. . had it to do over again . . . I feel sure they would 
take the same path. They would go to war rather than be 
enslaved. The finest element in all the conquered countries 
are true to their trust and are helping England. 

England did promise to all those neutral countries her 
assistance . . . and gave it ungrudgingly as far as she was 
able . . . but it was not enough. 

The German juggernaught was too strong. For seven 
long years it had prepared itself for just this situation and 
was ready to fight Europe and England too. 

Germany today has subjugated . . . by military power... 
all of Europe with the exception of Finland ... Sweden... 
Switzerland . . . Spain and Portugal. 

England’s army has been driven out of Greece, and the 
Aegean Islands are being captured by Germany’s air forces 
in order to bomb Alexandria and Suez. Turkey is the only 
country that stands between Hitler and the oil of Iraq and 
Iran and a dash on the Suez Canal. We may witness that 
country over run by Nazi troops and Admiral Cunningham’s 
fleet forced to abandon the eastern Mediterranean because 
of the power of German air power. 

We may likewise see Spain coerced to join the Axis, and 
Gibraltar attacked by Nazi forces. Both ends of the Medi- 
terranean may be lost to Britain’s navy. Malta will be the 
last stronghold and that is in a precarious position from air 
attacks by Germany and Italy. 

The entire closed sea may soon be in Hitler’s hands and 
Africa with its great resources will be available to him. 
England may not have enough warships and air planes to 
prevent such a calamity. The army of the Nile then will have 
to be evacuated. 

The invasion of England yet threatens but what is more 
dangerous to the British Isles is the battle of the Atlantic. 
A sea area of about 200,000 square miles close to Ireland is 
regarded by Hitler as a Graveyard of British shipping. 

It is logical to suppose that Hitler is using every available 
ship yard in Germany as well as those available to him in 
conquered countries to build submarines . . . warships and 
merchant ships. In the last war Germany built 800 sub- 
marines. 

Hitler now has the facilities of Norway ... Sweden... 
Holland ... Denmark... Italy .. . France and Germany. 
In merchant ship construction these countries have a capacity 
in any single year in peace time building of 350 ships of an 
aggregate tonnage of 1,250,000 tons. In war this could 
be easily doubled. British merchant ships building capacity 
is about 900,000 tons. This too could be increased if the 
destruction by the German air force does not too greatly 
interfere. 

The German plan in the Battle of the Atlantic is to co- 
ordinate its airplanes with its pocket submarines by the 
hundreds. The planes to locate the convoys and guide the 
submarines to their quarry. Submarine’s sinking have been 
as high as 100,000 tons a week . . . or 400,000 a month... 
and 4,800,000 a year. This will make great inroads on 
British available merchant tonnage. 

The lend lease bill gives our full material support to 
England. There is no thought . . . in the minds of those 
who favored the passage of that bill . . . to gain any material 
advantage thereby. It was the act of an outraged nation 
against Hitlerism. It was an expression by our people .. . 
that in as much as England was the last of the Democracies 
to resist the Doctrine of Hitlerism . . . we owed it our sup- 
port... and were willing to take the consequences. Un- 
doubtedly . . . there was fear in the hearts of the subscribers 
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to that bill . . . that should Hitler succeed in defeating the 
British Empire and destroy the British navy . . . our defenses 
in America might be broached. 

We know the nation was unprepared for war . . . that 
our navy is a one ocean navy .. . that our army is still un- 
trained and inadequately equipped for war in this country 

. much less war in Europe. And we know that our air 
force is deplorably lacking in modern fighting planes . . . and 
that much of our air equipment had been sent across the 
seas to Britain . . . to bolster her defenses. 

England is not losing the war .. . in spite of the claim of 
the defeatist. England can lose the mediterranean for its 
fleet. It can even be invaded by Germany . . . and still the 
Empire will carry on. With all of Europe and Africa in 
Hitler’s grasp there will still be a British Empire and a 
British fleet. 

Some people believe that we should weigh the chances 
for success in the event that we fight on Britain’s side against 
Hitler. Can anyone consider that we shall have a greater 
chance of success against the dictators . . . after England has 
met defeat. Is not that thought absurd. 

There is no necessity of sending an army to Europe. 
England does not need our army. There is no place in 
Europe where our army could be landed . . . that is not 
occupied by Hitler . . . and England does not need more 
troops in Britain. There are enough there . . . with the 
barrier of the channel between them to make any invasion 
by Hitler a dismal failure. 

The battle of the Atlantic is raging and this is the severest 
threat against the British Isles, even more pregnant than 
the invasion threat. With the battle of the Atlantic won by 
Britain . .. England can maintain herself against Nazi raids 

. . and with the transport lines open to America .. . 
England can receive our help in such quantity that Hitler 
will be frustrated in his attempt at world domination ... 
if not defeated. Here is where America can aid in the 
winning of the battle of the Atlantic. 

England has not asked us to enter the war . . . although 
for her to do so would be both logical and just. We have 
condemned everything that Hitler has done. We have de- 
claimed that he is the enemy of civilization. We are build- 
ing a two ocean navy to be ready to meet him on the seas 
should he vanquish the British navy. There are those who 
advocate building up our defenses in this hemisphere . . . 
and while so doing refuse more aid to Britain until American 
defense is served. They say that this is the American way 
... for even if Britain meets defeat . . . the enemy would 
have such problems of transportation across the ocean and 
landing on a hostile shore . . . that even Hitler with his 
grand army could never achieve it. Then they say our 
battleships, submarines and airplanes would be fighting near 
our own bases of supply instead of far away on the seas. 

But these people fail to put their finger on Axis strength 
in the event of a victory. Hitler would not attempt to 
actually invade America. There are islands in the Atlantic 
and the Pacific whose ownership will be defined by the 
command of the seas in those oceans. From these islands 
submarines and airplanes can operate against America. 

All of Africa will be owned by the Nazis... giving them 
passage to South America via Dakar. Those countries will be 
brought under the Nazi economic control. Nazi influence 
will spread through these countries to the Panama Canal 
and north to Mexico. 

From Greenland to Canada the Nazi will push their con- 
quests. Thus America will be isolated by a fiscal political 
policy against which its wealth and its gold will be of no 
avail. 


PONENT SIE 4 


Those people who belittle the power that Hitler will have 
after a British defeat . . . forget that he has the warship 
construction facilities of all the conquered territories and 
the slaves to build the warships. Including the facilities in 
Germany this will give him a three to one lead over America 
in building warships. 

Then there is the responsibility of German workmen in 
their national production that is made crystal clear to them 
by Hitler another advantage in his favor. If production 
lags . . . those responsible are sent to a concentration camp. 
How different it is in America! Where workmen decide 
the hours they will work and the pay they will receive. This 
is their right under a Democracy. 

If they wish to keep this right . . . does it not seem appro- 
priate for them to give all they have to the job... . in order 
that American production will be sufficient in volume and 
efficiency to down Hitler? What is needed is the just appre- 
ciation of labor’s obligation to the “American Way of Life” 
and a feeling of individual responsibilty to their tasks .. . 
without the threat of concentration camps. If this is not 
done the “American Way of Life” will be extinguished 
and a “Hitler Way of Life” set up in its place. 

With England yet existing and with her shipbuilding 
facilities operating and added to our own, this lead in ship 
construction will be greatly lessened almost reduced to parity. 
Besides the British navy will be intact and can be added to 
our own. 

These same people say that we should not enter a war 
we cannot win and give that as their reason for not joining 
Britain. But it is not too late to join England in victory 
against Hitler. There is more likelihood of winning with 
England than without her. These people are foolish enough 
to wish to wait till England is defeated and the war is 
forced upon us by Hitler . . . instead of acting while there 
is yet time and while Britain is intact in her empire citadel 
... the British Isles. 

When England meets defeat . . . which pray God she 
never will . . . we shall be entering a war where the strength 
of our enemies and their control of the world will so isolate 
our country that the chances of winning will be all against us. 

Hitler’s motto is divide and conquer. We are following 
the example of Norway ... Denmark .. . Belgium : . . The 
Netherlands and the Balkan nations in not allying ourselves 
with Britain in time. England is the last country to remain 
unconquered. Will we sit idly by and see that happen . 
knowing full well we are next? 

A ruthless military and air power is ravishing all Europe. 
The British Empire . . . upon which in our world relations 

. . we have ever counted upon to bring justice to the seas 
of the world .. . is fighting this enemy of civilization for 
its very life. We, on this side of the ocean are trembling in 
our shoes at the effect of a conquest by Hitler. We have a 
chance... a big chance. . . of causing this fight to go against 
Hitler. Shall we take it? ... or rather shall we sit idly on 
the side lines in constant terror that our champion will go 
down to defeat . . . remembering all the time that we are 
the next object of attack. 

The fear of Japan’s action in the Pacific undoubtedly 
stays our hand. Japan’s navy in a war in the Orient would 
be equal to our own. If we should go in the war on the 
side of Britain . . . Japan no doubt would be our enemy in 
the Pacific. 

She has made a treaty with Russia which withholds the 
threat of that nation upon Japan’s holdings in Manchukuo. 
If war comes to the Pacific . . . Japan would invade British 
Malaya and the East Indies . . . Even the Philippines would 
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be expected to fall into her lap. If our fleet went to Singa- 
pore ... Japan’s invasion of the East Indies would thus be 
halted until Japan could gain a victory over our fleet. Mean- 
while America would need all her defense material in the 
war in the Orient and little help could go to England in 
Europe. Japan’s superior air power in the far east would 
have to be met by the United States sending enormous 
numbers of airplanes to the Orient. 

The counsel not to go into a war that we cannot win... 
irrespective of the merits of the cause... is defeatist propa- 
ganda. No one can be certain of winning a war under 
modern conditions. There are too many unknown factors 
involved, or as Bismarck called the imponderables. 

If we review the advantages to us in entering the war 
both from the spiritual side and the materialistic side .. . 
we shall find both in our favor... it will be a popular war 
once we are in it for we all hate Hitler’s guts. 

From the material side our help to England may be enough 
to turn the balance in her favor . . . especially after our 
prodigious industrial output gets into its stride. England 
is now holding her own in every sea. A little more help from 
us in the way of warships and airplanes may turn the tide 
in her favor. If we lose with England we shall be no worse 
off . . . for whichever way defeat comes to England, our 
number will be next out of the Hitler hat to attack this 
hemisphere. 

The people gave the mandate to our President to guide 
this nation over the past to its manifest destiny during these 
troublesome times. He has held office eight years and in the 
international field . . . at least . . . the nation has trusted him 
with hardly a dissenting vote. 

The President appears to feel that neither the Congress 
nor the vast majority of the people of the country see eye 
to eye with him upon the seriousness of the water transport 
system to the British Isles . . . and the consequent insecurity 
of the Americas if the Battle of the Atlantic is lost by 
England. 

The patrol system .. . which will be inaugurated by the 
United States navy and air force . . . due to its limitations 

. cannot take the place of an all out convoy of American 
supplies to Britain. It is but a step in that direction. 

The Germans will not be stupid enough not to see that 
the patrol system is aimed to help Britain more than it helps 
our hemisphere defense. What then will be the reaction of 
German warships ... planes and submarines to these Ameri- 
can patrols . . . who will broadcast the locations of German 
scouting planes and raiders . . . surface or sub-surface... 
to a listening world? The Germans will know that this in- 
formation upon reaching their enemies will bring down 
upon them British warships and planes. The American air- 
planes and warships sending out such messages into the blue 

. may be attacked by German planes or warships .. . 
claiming the attack is in self defense . . . a protective measure 
for their own security. 

The convoy system came about in the last war because 
it was considered the best means of defeating the submarine. 
When merchant ships sailed singly they could be intercepted 
by submarines and torpedoed or gunned. Before information 
could reach the anti-submarine warship on patrol .. . that 
a merchant ship had been attacked . . . and hours before the 
destroyer or some such speedy vessel . . . could arrive at the 
location given by the radio of the merchant ship in peril... 
the submarine had accomplished its dire purpose . . . and 
all that remained on the surface of the sea were the life 
boats of the sunken ship filled to the gunwhales with its 
crew and passengers. 

The basic theory underlying the establishment of convoys 


. . was if many merchant ships could be gotten together 
and escorted by warships . . . especially destroyers . . . sub- 
marines attacking convoys could be located when they fired 
their torpedoes . . . and then could be.attacked with depth 
charges by the destroyers of the escort. The submarine re- 
presenting the mountain and the destroyer Mohammed .. . 
the convoy system then .. . figuratively speaking . . . brought 
the mountain to Mohammed. 

Now a new weapon has been added against shipping .. . 
the airplane . . . and the convoy system . . . instead of a 
hindrance .. . is an advantage to the airplanes attacking. 

A convoy gives a concentration of targets and makes it 
easy for a large number of enemy planes to locate and attack 
it. Besides the airplane can scout out the convoy and send 
word by radio to enable a large concentration of submarines 
against it. These submarines can thus unerringly arrive at 
the convoy’s location . . . and by multiple torpedo fire take 
a heavy toll on the merchant ships. The submarines being in 
such numbers . . . the destroyers of the escort will be con- 
fused as to the submarine’s positions . . . and before they 
can orient themselves and make depth charge attacks .. . 
many ships will be sunk . . . and only a limited number of 
submarines will be harmed. 

The ideal method would be to accompany each merchant 
ship with a destroyer. But... and it is a big but .. . there 
are not enough destroyers in all the navies of the world to 
furnish an escort for every single merchant ship. Therefore 
there must be some compromise between convoy and the 
method of proceeding singly. The answer is probably in 
organizing small convoys and escorting them with as many 
destroyers as are available. But the air is yet the big prob- 
lem for convoys ... and this danger can be reduced only 
by giving air protection. This might be accomplished by 
building many small airplane carriers to accompany convoys 
. .. to be converted from fairly fast ships . . . 20 knot speed 
or more. The twenty coast guard cutters . . . recently given 
Britain . . . might be converted to carry about ten fighting 
planes each. 

The President does not feel that the country is sufficiently 
aroused today over the peril to it of a British defeat . . . for 
him to go all out for convoys. The patrol system can be 
only a stop gap ... and a possible means to prove to the 
American public . . . that half measures are of no avail 
against such an implacable enemy as Hitler. The new sys- 
tem of patrol will be tried out . . . and the American people 
will watch with interest the result. If it does not reduce 
the sinking of American aid to Britain . . . there will be the 
need of advancing new methods . . . which will gradually 
develop into something that will offer a practical certainty 
of diverting our many defense articles from the bottom of 
the sea to their safe arrival in British ports. 

I believe the country is becoming every day more con- 
cious of the unmoral implication of the lend lease bill. Do 
we realize that this bill actually hires England ... As 
mercenaries .. . to fight our war for us? We disapprove of 
everything that Hitlerism stands for . . . we are in deadly 
fear that Hitler will win the battle against the British fleet 
leaving our one ocean navy exposed to the attacks of the 
Axis naval powers. Then instead of passing such a bill... 
would it not have been more in keeping with our American 
honor and sense of justness and fitness if we entered the 
war on the side of England . . . and pooled our resources 
with hers to defeat the dictators. 

In order to make it legal and regular . . . it would be more 
honorable to declare war . . . to show Hitler we are all out 
to encompass his defeat and when defeated make terms with 
a vanquished foe. 
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The American People Want No War 


WE MUST ACT NOW BEFORE IT IS TOO LATE 


By BURTON K. WHEELER, U. S. Senator from Montana 


Delivered at a Rally at Madison Square Garden, New York, May 23, 1941, 
Under the Auspices of the America First Committee 


and address this great gathering of American citizens. 

Keeping this nation at peace and free from foreign 
wars is the most noble and patriotic service that an American 
can render the republic. By these standards no man has 
served the United States more _ intelligently, more 
courageously, and more effectively than Colonel Charles A. 
Lindbergh. Upon him the warmongers have turned their 
scorn and abuse. But he has continued the fight of peace and 
democracy. To Colonel Lindgergh, I say—the greatest even- 
tual glory comes not from wars won or lost but from wars 
prevented. Some day that glory will be accorded Colonel 
Lindbergh, as it was accorded his illustrious father and Old 
Battling Bob LaFollette. 

I speak to you tonight not as a Democrat, not as a Re- 
publican, but as a plain ordinary citizen who is deeply in- 
terested in this country of ours. I am here to urge you to 
muster the courage to fight as you have never fought before 
—to fight to save your sons from the bloody battlefields of 
Europe, Asia and Africa—to fight against one-man govern- 
ment in the United States. 

Peace or war is not a partisan issue—it is an American 
issue. 

I hate one-man government. I was denouncing Mussolini 
when Churchill was saying in 1927 “if I were an Italian I 
would be a Fascist.” I was denouncing Hitler when Lord 
Halifax was shooting wild boar with Goering in Germany. 


Fors or U. S. AsKEep To Go 


If there be one or many within the range of my voice 
who prefers the German, the Italian, the Russian, or even 
the British system to the American form of government, I 
say go there and stay there. Let those of us who believe in 
America, who have faith in American institutions, who have 
confidence in our ability to defend ourselves without the aid 
of the English Navy or any other foreign power—give us, 
I say, an opportunity to remain at peace and to solve our 
domestic problems within the framework of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

During the past month or two I have traveled some 7,600 
miles through more than twenty States. I have addressed 
public meetings from one end of this country to the other. 
Whether it was business and professional men in Cincinnati, 
workers in Denver, farmers in Sioux Falls, miners in Butte, 
Mont., merchants in Boston, everywhere, East or West, it 
was the same—the American people are firmly resolved to 
avoid this war. Dr. Gallup may publish polls which in- 
dicate that the American public would approve convoys. He 
may, with the approval of Secretary Stimson, poll our armed 
forces. But he knows that every American soldier has been 
fully informed about the fate of General Hugh Johnson and 
Colonel Lindbergh when they dared to express their views. 
But, if I know anything of public sentiment or the temper of 
the American people, I fear the fate of those who would 
take them into the hell of war today. 


|: is a great pleasure to come to the City of New York 


EXPRESSES ADMIRATION OF BRITISH 


These crowded, overfiow meetings from Boston to Denver 
were composed of a cross-section of the population. They 


were not pro-Nazis or pro-Fascists or pro-Communists. They 
were simply pro-Americans. They, like myself, had been 
sympathetic with the English people. No blood but English 
flows through my veins or any of my family. And next to 
being pro-American I sympathize with the English. I greatly 
admire the English. Unlike us, they have never been guilty 
of being sentimental suckers. 

Lord Palmerston said, I quote: “England has no eternal 
enmities and no eternal friendships. She has only eternal 
interests.” An Englishman, by friends, wherever you find 
him, loves England first, and I only wish there were more 
Americans in the United States of America that loved 
America first. 

When the Willkie crusade to preserve the Chinese way 
of life flopped, Lord Halifax was rushed into the Middle 
West. Talk of subversive activities—speak of fifth column- 
ists—what brazen effrontery! A British Ambassador tour- 
ing the United States to arouse our people to sacrifice their 
sons and their treasure to save the British Empire. The 
American people, my friends, resent this abuse of diplomatic 
courtesy. They resent it just as they resent the untiring ef- 
forts of the royal refugees to plunge us into war. They 
know that these royalists did not give their subjects the 
democracy they now implore us to save. They know these 
royalists did not solve the economic and social problems in 
their own lands. They know that when the cannon roared 
and the death rained from the skies these royal refugees 
siezed their gold and departed for safer lands. They left 
their subjects to do the fighting and the dying. 


FREEDOMS WANTED HERE 


The American people would like to see the four freedoms 
established throughout the world, but first they want free- 
dom from want in the United States; first they want free- 
dom of speech and freedom from lynching in Florida; and 
first, my friends, they want the four freedoms firmly and 
irrevocably established in the United States of America. 

High-ranking officials have vainly pleaded the war-makers’ 
cause, but all to no avail. Finally the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture was rushed into the field. He journeyed to the heart of 
the farming country, and there he promised the farmers 
parity prices and luscious government subsidies on the one 
hand, and, on the other hand, the Secretary wanted them to 
come to war. But the American farmer and his wife are no 
Judas Iscariot; they will not sell their sons into war for 
thirty pieces of silver. 

The American people are still moved by noble emotions, 
but they learned twenty-five years ago to their eternal sor- 
row that there is no idealism in war. They learned and 
President Wilson learned that economic and political spoils 
—not humanitarian impulses—govern the conquerors. They 
saw democracy sacrificed on the altar of international self- 
ishness, exchanged for more territory and reparations. 

And so today the warmakers and all those who would so 
willingly sacrifice your boys’ lives to preserve the tottering 
British Empire—tell us we cannot live in a world dominated 
by a dictator. Our forefathers carved a democracy in a world 
of autocratic monarchies in 1776. Less than thirty years later 
a Napoleon unleashed his armed might against England and 
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ayainst most of Europe. Then a Boston anglophile—Fisher 
Ames—declared, I quote: “Great Britain is fighting our bat- 
tles and the battles of mankind, and France is combatting 
for the power to enslave and plunder us and all the world.” 


Scorrs AT INVASION 


Today our war makers in frightened tones.and with a 
tremor in their voice pose the question—“What if Germany 
seized the British Fleet?’ They imply all would be lost. 
They suggest that we would suffer an immediate invasion— 
that Panzer divisions would roll down Broadway—and that 
parachutists would be landing in Montana. How fantastic! 

I affirm with all my strength, by confidence and faith in 
the United States of America. We are no small, trembling 
nation. We are strong and growing stronger. We are mighty 
and becoming mightier. No nation dependent upon another 
is or can be an independent nation, and those who parade as 
Americans but who tell us that we are dependent upon the 
British Navy are unworthy of the name of American. 

We are building a two-ocean navy. It will protect this 
hemisphere. Except for a few units it will be ready for 
service within two years. Unless Hitler can invade this 
hemisphere within the next few months he could never do 
it even though he captured the entire British fleet and the 
remainder of the French and Italian Fleet and these fleets 
were his to command. This is not idle talk from a swivel 
chair expert—ask any top ranking, active working American 
naval officer. 

Let us examine the facts: If Hitler seized the British fleet 
tomorrow years would be required in which to train crews 
and officers to man these ships. Each man must be trained 
for his tasks, many require the greatest skill and longest 
experience. Likewise, to command and to manoeuver fleets 
demands years of study and then more years of drilling 
aboard ship. And each of these planes, submarines and ships 
must drill with each other before a fleet has been trained 
for action. 


Nazis Hetp WEAK AT SEA 


Hitler has no fleet now and he will not have a fleet until 
long after we are ready for him, if he attempts to invade 
this country. 

But, my friends, it is inconceivable that the British Fleet 
would ever come into Hitler’s hands. In 1918 the Germans 
sank their whole fleet rather than deliver it to England. 
Without the British navy it would take Hitler at least seven 
years in which to build a fleet equal to ours. 

‘To invade South or North America the invader must have 
a tremendously superior fleet. It is significant that the 
British and the French navies never attempted a coastal 
invasion of Germany. They always chose land operations. 

Any of our naval experts will tell you the German fleet 
today is inconsequential. The British have humbled the 
Italian fleet. For Hitler to attempt an invasion of the 
Americas would be suicide. Transports carrying men re- 
quire fleet protection. German submarines are small. They 
were designed to operate close to their bases—with a few 
hundred miles of England. They could not be used to ac- 
company transports in any great number, while American 
submarines are large. They are built for long range. They 
can cross the Atlantic and back without refueling. They 
could harass and sink transports over the entire route. No 
invader could maintain a supply line from Dakar to South 
America or from Berlin to New York. American bombing 
planes, protected by fighters would meet any invaders. 

Assume the Germans captured the British Fleet—where 
would he get the ships, where would Hitler get the ships 


to transport the troops? Two or three thousand transports 
for men, another thousand ships to carry the heavy tanks, 
the motor vehicles, the military supplies that would be 
necessary. Tonight it is doubtful whether Germany could 
obtain a hundred small transports, or transport a hundred 
thousand men. Why, we would wipe out a hundred thousand 
men in no time. It would take at least two million men to 
make any kind of an invasion of the United States of 
America. 


Our War TAasK OUTLINED 


But if we go into this war to win it means we will be the 
ones to provide the 3,000 transports which do not exist. 
We will be the ones that must carry our bombers and 
fighters thousands of miles. It will be we who attempt to 
land in Europe against entrenched forces, giant cannons and 
the air might of Germany. We are the ones whose trans- 
ports will be vulnerable to the short radius of active Ger- 
man submarines, speed boats and aircraft based on near-by 
German, French and Spanish ports. That will be different, 
far different, than repelling any invading force in this hemi- 
sphere. 

Thus, my friends, a cold, dispassionate anaylsis of the 
facts explodes the fanciful theory of a military invasion of 
the Western Hemisphere, which your Secretary Stimson 
talked about only a short time ago. We are safe now and 
we are safe for years to come. But the war makers, my 
friends, are undaunted. They have conjured up another 
threat, the threat of an economic invasion. And to those 
who preach economic defeatism I say, as I said to their 
craven-hearted allies who fear Hitler will some day be on 
Broadway, have faith in American industry, in American 
labor, in American business and in American genius. Free 
American industry is superior to controlled Nazi industry, 
free American workers can produce more than Nazi slaves 
and I know that American businessmen can compete any- 
where in the world today. 

If the economic history of the world proves anything, it 
proves that low wages and slave labor cannot compete with 
free labor. Chinese factories, owned and operated by the 
British, with cheap coolie labor, has never been a real threat. 
And in India most factories are equipped with modern Eng- 
lish machinery. The great majority of the executives and 
technical experts are British, the cheapest labor is employed, 
and yet India is no economic threat. 


Inp1IA’s WorkKeErS DESCRIBED 


The plight of India’s workers is tragic. Go there, as I 
have gone, see them earn a few pennies for their day’s labor, 
see them spend if for the cheapest food, see thousands asleep 
at night on the public thoroughfares, on the streets and on 
the sidewalks in Bombay and other cities, with only boards 
or concrete under them, and nothing over them excepting the 
heavens and the British flag. 

Cheap labor, slave labor is no match for free labor. If it 
were England, who controls the world’s largest low-wage 
reservoir, would dominate and monopolize the world trade 
today. 

I, for one, my friends, am not afraid of any of these im- 
aginary threats conjured by those who want to take us into 
a jolly war. (Laughter drowns out what appears to be a 
jibe against these people.) But I am afraid that if President 
Roosevelt repudiates his election promises to the American 
people not to take us into a foreign war that the American 
people will lose faith not only in their President but in their 
form of government. 

I am afraid that if our national debt grows greater and 
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greater we will resort to debt repudiation or inflation. I am 
afraid that if the President accepts the advice of that little 
coterie who surround him, most of whom have never faced 
an electorate or met a payroll, or tried a law suit and many 
of whom are impractical dreamers, he will wage an un- 
declared war. And then Constitutional government in the 
United States will be at an end. 

I am afraid that when American boys return from Sing- 
apore, Dong Dang, Bombay, Dakar and the Red Sea, arm- 
less, legless, maimed and insane, and when American boys 
return to seek jobs when there are no jobs, they will be em- 
bittered and disheartened. Some of them will seek those who 
said election pledges of peace were mere campaign oratory. 


War’s AFTERMATH FEARED 


I fear the aftermath of war. A post-war period is far 
more threatening and dangerous to this country than any 
foreign military or naval force. If we enter the conflict, we 
would become at that moment a regimented nation. We as 
individuals would be subordinated to one person—the Com- 
mander in Chief—and to one objective, the waging of war. 
From such a state, democracy could hardly be restored. Our 
men and women, disillusioned, disheartened and even de- 
stroyed mentally and morally amid economic chaos and social 
dislocations, would turn to the man on horseback. Then, and 
not before, would there arise little American fuehrers and 
from them would come one native fuehrer, an American I] 
Duce or an American Hitler. 

The workers, the farmers, the business and professional 
men, people from every walk of life, look to the President 
of the United States for leadership, for another brand of 
leadership, and a new brand of guidance. They are not 
alone. The people of all the world look to you, President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt. They look to you with upturned 
faces, with prayers on their lips and hope in their hearts. 
They see you, a symbol of liberty, a champion of the down- 
trodden; they see you as their knight, a hope for peace. 

These people are realists; they are not dreamers. English 
mothers, Italian mothers, German mothers know what it is 
to have sons fighting, killing and destroying. Certainly all 
thinking people the world over understand the cost and the 


futility of war. They want peace; peace before the people 
of the world and civilization are doomed; before they sink 
into a common grave of despair and destruction. 


APPEAL FOR PEACE URGED 


You, President Roosevelt, could appeal to the world for 
peace. You could appeal, not to Hitler or to Mussolini or 
to Churchill, but to the people of Germany, Italy, England 
and Japan. You could demand that the war makers, the 
Hitlers of Germany, the Churchills in England and the 
Knoxes and Stimsons in America step down and out. I be- 
lieve you could bring about the peace of the world if you 
would. But first you must rid yourself of those war makers 
that surround you and who refuse to understand or heed 
the wishes of the American people. 

The American people demand that American influence be 
diverted from the channels of war to the channels of peace. 
The American people know that Bullitt promised Poland we 
would enter when President Roosevelt was promising our 
people continued peace. The American people know that it 
was Colonel Donovan’s promises that sent Yugoslavia into 
battle. If the American war makers really are interested in 
preserving the tottering British Empire, if they really be- 
lieve that the British Navy is our first line of defense, then 
they should join us and work for peace now. 

The tremendous power, present and potential of the 
United States lent to the cause of peace, might well stop this 
heartless slaughter of humans and needless destruction of 
property. With the destruction of mankind in the balance, 
the time has come to act, to act for a just peace, not in the 
interest of the British Tories or imperialists, not in the in- 
terests of power or land-hungry dictators, but in the interest 
of all the people of the world. 

The American people, the people of America want no 
convoys. They want no substitute for convoys, and they 
want no war. 

Tonight most of the world is engaged in a bloody battle. 
I ask in behalf of untold millions that the President of the 
United States, at the risk of being called an appeaser, ap- 
peal to all the people of the world to stop war, now, before 
it is too late. 


Our Western Front 


TO HELP THE CHINESE IS TO HELP OURSELVES 


By WILLIAM C. BULLITT, United States Ambassador to France 
Delivered at Constitution Hall, Washington, D. C., April 27, 1941 


O speak of the Chinese is to stand before forty cen- 

turies of history facing a people whose civilization 

was great before Athens existed or Rome was founded : 
a people who today are as young in courage as they are old 
in wisdom. 

All the bitter roads of battle and starvation that mankind 
is now traveling have been trod many times by the people of 
China. However tragic a street of sorrow—the Chinese have 
been down that street before. They have survived because in 
physical endurance and intellectual power they are unsur- 
passed by any people on earth. They have grown wise because 
long ago out of the sufferings of centuries, they learned to 
be true to themeslves in the face of death, and adopted in 
their hearts as well as their minds the maxim: “Better a 
broken jade than a whole tile.” 

Our own relations with the Chinese have been exception- 


ally friendly since the day in 1783 when Robert Morris 
wrote to John Jay: “I am sending some ships to China, in 
order to encourage others in the adventurous pursuits of 
commerce.” The commerce was profitable, and the adven- 
turers returned with stores of tea, silks, shawls, wallpapers, 
paintings—and porcelain so exquisite that in our country 
porcelain became known simply by the name “China”. 
The Emperor of China of that day, examining certain 
mechanical inventions brought by traders to exchange for 
the products of his cultivated empire, commented in a manner 
that prefigured the destiny of his country until the present 
century. Through his officials, the Emperor superbly stated: 
“Our Empire produces all that we ourselves need. Your 
mechanical toys do not interest us in the least. But since 
our tea, rhubarb, and silk seem to be necessary to the very 
existence of the barbarous Western peoples, we will, imitat- 
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ing the clemency of Heaven Who tolerates all sorts of 
simpletons on this globe, condescend to allow a limited 
amount of trading through the port of Canton.” 

The Emperors and the people of China continued to des- 
pise the mechanical inventions of the western world and to 
look down on soldiers. Since a considerable portion of the 
inventiveness of the western world was devoted to the 
development of instruments of war, China became less and 
less equipped to combat foreign aggressors. 

It was not until the birth of the Chinese Republic that 
the Government of China fully faced the fact that China 
must adopt the techniques of the West or perish. And it 
was not until 1927 that Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek 
established the authority of the central government suf- 
ficiently firmly to begin large scale modernization of China’s 
way of life. 

‘The ten years that followed were years of enormous pro- 
gress. Industries, railroads, paved roads, schools, colleges, 
laboratories, hospitals, were constructed with a speed that 
proved that the people of China had lost none of the qualities 
that had created their magnificent civilization. 

The physical revival of China was accompanied by a moral 
and spiritual renaissance: a rebirth of patriotism and of the 
spirit of self-sacrifice, which finally found expression in the 
New Life Movement under the leadership of Generalissimo 
and Madame Chiang Kai-shek. 

China was well on the road to unity and strength—both 
moral and physical—when Japan struck. Indeed one of the 
chief reasons why Japan attacked China in 1937 was to stop 
the progress that China was making. The strength of China 
was growing so fast that the Japanese—who know that the 
Chinese are superior to them not only in numbers but also 
in endurance and intelligence—saw slipping away rapidly 
their chance to reduce China to the same condition of abject 
slavery that they had imposed on Korea. 

There is an old and true French proverb which runs: “To 
govern is to foresee.” Fortunately for the people of China, 
their Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek foresaw that the Japa- 
nese militarists would not permit him and his colleagues to 
carry out in peace their program and task of rebuilding 
China. In the Autumn of 1934 when I talked with the 
Generalissimo in Nanking, he predicted not only how Japan 
would attack and where Japan would attack, but also when 
the Japanese attack would be made. And he explained to 
me his plan to meet the attack by giving space in order to 
buy time—a strategy familiar to Americans since it was the 
strategy that George Washington employed during our War 
ot Independence. 

‘The Generalissimo predicted that he would lose battles 
but would win the war. He said that he would establish 
the capital of China at Chungking in Szechwan, where he 
now stands, and that he would never surrender. Like Wash- 
ington, he has proved himself to be not only a great general 
but also a great statesman. He has not surrendered. He will 
not surrender. 

The Japanese Army which attacked China was fully 
equipped with all modern instruments of war: heavy artil- 
lery, tanks and airplanes. The forces of Generalissimo Chiang 
Kai-shek had no heavy artillery, no tanks, and only a hand- 
ful of airplanes. The Japanese were so confident that they 
would win a few easy victories and that Chinese resistance 
then would collapse, that the Japanese Prime Minister, 
Prince Konoye, announced: “In three months China will be 
beaten to her knees.”” The Japanese won victories, but they 
did not win them easily And Chinese resistance did not 
collapse, even though the Chinese had to meet the attacks 
of airplanes and tanks with nothing but rifles, hand grenades 
and stubborn courage. 


When the Japanese discovered that although they could 
win battles they could not end the war, they attempted to 
break the Chinese spirit of resistance by the infliction of un- 
speakable atrocities on the civilian population. Men and boys 
were lined up alive for bayonet practice by the Japanese 
soldiers. Whole towns and villages were burned and every 
woman in them raped. Chinese captives—civilians and sol- 
diers alike—were soaked with gasoline and burned alive. 
Fifty million men, women and children were driven from 
their homes. But the spirit of the Chinese remained unbroken. 

After nearly four years of war that spirit is still unbroken. 
The Japanese Army has suffered a million casualties and 
today more than a million Japanese soldiers are bogged down 
in China, unable to advance to victory, unable to retreat 
without acknowledging defeat. 

The eyes of Americans are turned toward Europe by 
events so tragic that we are apt to forget that for every man 
who has died resisting aggression in Europe, ten have died in 
China; and that no men have ever risen to greater heights 
of epic courage than have the Chinese. 

By the Agreement that Japan signed in Berlin on Septem- 
ber 27, 1940, with Germany and Italy, she leagued herself 
with the totalitarian dictators against us and all other nations 
that live in freedom. We have not yet been attacked by Ger- 
many, Italy and Japan for one reason and one only—they 
have not been able to get at us. The British have held the 
forces of Germany and Italy on the other side of the Atlantic 
and the Chinese have kept the Japanese so fully occupied 
that they have hesitated to add a sea war against the British 
or ourselves to their land war with China. By draining the 
energies of Japan, the Chinese have rendered and are ren- 
dering today a far greater service to the people of the United 
States—and of Great Britain—than any service that we 
have ever rendered to them. The Chinese no less than the 
British are fighting battles which are the making of our 
security. 

How long can the Chinese continue to fight our fight 
unless they receive more help from the United States than 
they are now receiving. Longer certainly than any other 
people could under the scourge and burden of like sufferings. 
But, just as the courage of the Greeks has not availed against 
the planes and tanks of the Nazis, so—unless greater material 
aid can be delivered to China—all the courage of the Chinese 
may not avail. 

During the past few months the Japanese have occupied 
portions of French Indo-China and have cut the railroad 
by which the Chinese received a large portion of the supplies 
they imported from overseas. The Burma Road, which has 
become the vital Chinese line of supply for instruments of 
war, can now be bombarded by Japanese aviators. If Japan 
should be able to occupy Burma, no military supplies from 
overseas could reach the Chinese armies. Only the long land 
route to the Soviet Union would remain open, and now the 
Soviet Union has signed an ominous agreement with Japan. 
This Pact in effect gives Soviet assent to Japan’s seizure of 
the Chinese province of Manchuria, in return for Japan’s 
assent to Soviet seizure of the Chinese province of Outer 
Mongolia. No one is so naive as to believe that Japan and 
the Soviet Union have become friends. But by this agreement 
those two counrties have at least become brother bandits at 
the expense of China. 

The Chinese believed that because they were fighting the 
Soviet Union’s fight against Japan, they could count on the 
support of the Soviet Union to the bitter end. Now they have 
seen Stalin embracing Matsuoka on the platfrom of the rail- 
road station in Moscow and breaking his promise to respect 
forever the sovereignity of China over all parts of China. 
They have seen the Soviet Dictator promising Matsuoka that 
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if Japan should become engaged in war—that is to say, in 
war with the British or ourselves—the Soviet Union would 
remain neutral. One hope of China has always been that in 
the end the Soviet Union would give China effective military 
support against Japan. The Chinese now see this hope in 
eclipse. Moreover, they are obliged to fear that even the 
trickle of supplies which now reaches them overland from the 
Soviet Union may be cut off—if Hitler so orders. For behind 
Stalin’s agreement with Matsuoka lies Stalin’s fear of Hitler. 

The Soviet Pact with Japan is Hitler’s gift to the Japanese 
militarists. Now that Hitler’s army and air force are on the 
Rumanian frontier of the Soviet Union, ready and able to cut 
Stalin off from the wheat of the Ukraine and the oil of the 
Caucasus, the Soviet Dictator, cringing in his Kremlin, takes 
orders from the dictator in Berlin. And Hitler wants Japan 
to feel free from all danger of attack by the Soviet Union 
because he hopes that the Japanese militarists—feeling their 
flank protected—will, beguiled by his agents, dare at last to 
assault the British and Dutch possessions in the East and 
become involved in war with the British Empire and the 
United States. 

Some Americans, with the same perverted view of human 
nature that made them consider Mussolini a great lover of 
peace and the Hope of Europe, have recently been dreaming 
of Stalin as the Great Defender of the democracies against 
Japan and Germany, and have been trying to seduce him into 
an affectionate embrace. But Stalin has preferred to embrace 
Matsuoka. The Soviet Pact with Japan will bring some gain 
if it makes all Americans realize that the Communist State is 
the enemy of all men who live in freedom, and that we, as 
a nation, can aid China in just one way—by helping her 
directly and doing it ourselves. 

Our Government can help by financial aid and by the ef- 
fective delivery to China of arms, munitions and airplanes. 
We, as individuals, can help by giving all that we can give 
to the United China Relief. 

Every dollar that is given to bind up the wounds of a 
Chinese soldier is a dollar given to aid a man who by fighting 
the fight of his own country has been contributing to the 
defense of all democracies. Every dollar that is given to help 
stamp out war epidemics of cholera, dysentery, typhus, and 
typhoid in China is a dollar given to strengthen the resist- 
ance of four hundred million people to an armed force that 
but for them might readily be turned against us. Every 
dollar that is given to build up the small cooperative indus- 
tries, which are being founded in Free China to increase 
production for the Chinese Government and the Chinese 
people, pays for instruments to hold in check men who have 
declared themselves our enemies. To help the Chinese is to 
help ourselves. They are fighting the battle of freedom and of 
free peoples, on what is literally—in a strategic sense—our 
western front. 

All that we give to the United China Relief now will go 
to men, women and children whose virtues have not changed 
since they were described twenty-two hundred years ago by 
the old Chinese poet, Chu Yuan, in these words: 


“Though their limbs were torn, their hearts could not 
be repressed. 

They were more than brave: they were inspired with 
the spirit of valor. 

Steadfast to the end, they could not be daunted. 

Their bodies were stricken, but their souls have taken 
Immortality— 

Captains among the ghosts, heroes among the dead.” 


We Americans like all other peoples on this earth face a 
tragic destiny. The dictators have abolished neutrality. To 
be neutral is to become their future victim. We can not get 


off this planet, and Hitler, with Mussolini and Stalin in 
leash, and the Japanese militarists as gun bearers, is out to 
destroy us and all other peoples that live in freedom. He and 
his accomplices will not stop. They can only be stopped— 
stopped with shot and shell. 

We have been hoping that the British and the Chinese, 
with material assistance from us, could stop the dictators 
without intervention of our armed forces; but we have not 
had the foresight or the will to produce a sufficient quantity 
of ships, airplanes, and other instruments of defense for the 
nations that by defending themselves are protecting us. For 
the past year we should have been producing as fast as if we 
were at war. We have done nothing of the sort. Even now 
we tolerate delays and continue to behave as if our motto 
were: “Too little and too late.” 

The British and the Chinese are hard-pressed. For our 
own salvation we must turn all our strength into producing 
instruments of defense for them and for ourselves. We must 
not only produce but also deliver the goods. If we hesitate 
and vainly hope for temporary safety, then we shall surely 
perish. Do we look for peace with Hitler? He honors his 
peace agreements by attack in the night. Do we look for 
mercy? He shows his mercy with a bomb. 

We have heard, to be sure, a knight of Hitler’s Order of 
the German Eagle, telling us that we ought to stop helping 
the British and the Chinese and then everything would be all 
right: We should save our skins without having to fight: 
We should have peace. 

What sort of peace? 

We know that many states of South America are waiting 
only for the disappearance of the British Navy to turn total- 
itarian and invite the economic and military cooperation of 
the dictators. We know that if the British Navy should be 
eliminated we would soon see a totalitarian army and a total- 
itarian air force in South America, and that all Europe, all 
Asia and Africa as well, would be organized against us. 
What peace could we have then? Democracies await inci- 
dents. Dictators make them. 

Peace? 

We could have peace at the price of submission to Hitler’s 
will: at the price of accepting a puppet fuehrer in our coun- 
try. We could have peace at the price of putting our churches 
under the heel of Hitler and our children into the hands of 
Goebbels for education in the creed of Satan. We could have 
peace at the price of abolishing our press and our right to 
speak our minds. We could have peace at the price of tearing 
up our Declaration of Independence and our Constitution. 
We could have peace at the price of slavery. 

I think that at that price we shall never have peace. I 
think that there is in America something which grew here, 
long before Hitler’s Knight of the German Eagle was born 
—and that is liberty. I think that out of our soil and out of 
our sky there has grown a freedom which has opened the 
gates of hope not only to the people of this country but to 
the peoples of all the world. And I think that we are ready 
—as we have always been—to fight for that freedom. 

We have no longer an easy choice between peace and war. 
We have a choice between keeping open the life lines to 
Great Britain and China and supporting those countries with 
all our strength, or fighting alone—and soon—in this Hemi- 
sphere against the united forces of the dictators—with all of 
Europe, Asia, Africa and the major portion of South America 
organized to supply their war machines. Choice? There is 
no choice. In self-defense, for our own preservation, what- 
ever the consequences, we must back the British and the 
Chinese. 

This is America where men admit no master but God. 
This is the country where men and women faced a savage 
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continent to keep faith with their Creator and themselves. 
‘This is the country of the men who held their guns at Valley 
Forge when blood from their naked feet stained the snow. 
This is the country of Lincoln and Lee, of the Men in Blue 
and the Men in Gray. Has our marrow turned so soft that 
we do not dare to face the forces of incarnate evil? No! 

It may be that in supporting with all our resoruces and 
all our strength the British and the Chinese, we shall have 


war. It may be that we shall not have war. But support 
them, we will! And if the dictators wish to cal] that war— 
let them remember that this is one country that has never 
known defeat. Let them consider that against their con- 
spiracy will stand a fellowship of peoples that hold freedom 
more dear than life. Let them recall that the bugles of man’s 
unconquerable soul will never blow defeat. Let them remem- 
ber that this is America. 


Let Us Pull Together Again 


OUR SECURITY DOES NOT DEPEND ON AN ENGLISH VICTORY 


By ALF M. LANDON, Presidential Candidate in 1936 
Delivered over the Columbia Network in Topeka, May 18, 1941 


IRST, I want to protest against the attempt to dis- 

credit those who are seeking to continue a realistic 

discussion of the issues of peace or war for the United 
States. 

In a recent editorial an anti-Semitic organ attacked me for 
using the Jewish word “tolerance.” That was the first time 
I knew that the word belonged to the Jews, or to any other 
race. | know plenty of creeds it does not belong to. It is not 
any part of the so-called liberal New Deal. It does not 
belong to the Nazis, Fascists, or Communists. They seek 
now, since they have become strong enough, to force their 
horrible beliefs on the world by starvation, by the concentra- 
tion camp, and by the sword. 

But before they became powerful, Hitler and Mussolini 
in their early days suppressed free speech by discrediting 
their opponents. Thus the influence of the opposition was 
weakened, and the effect of what they said was destroyed 
before they said it. That has been the technique this present 
national administration has used since its first days in public 
office. 

Always this administration attempts to smear all opposition 
as a whole and its leaders individually. Also, there has been 
a steady attempt to undermine the confidence of the people 
in the newspapers of this country. There has been a steady 
and persistent attempt to discredit private business in this 
country. Right now some of the most radical of the New 
Deal war crowd are attempting to lay the groundwork for 
the ultimate destruction of private business, by blaming its 
management for the deficiencies of our national defense 
efforts. And now, freedom of the air is on the carpet, with 
apparently the usual broad stretching of administrative 
powers. 

My record on aid to Great Britain speaks for itself. I 
favored outright subsidies, as a matter of our self-interest, 
before the lease-lend bill was ever proposed. My opposition 
to the lease-lend bill was based on its dishonest label, and its 
vague and limitless grants of power to the President. 

I think it is greatly to every American’s interest that 
England win. But I do not think our security depends upon 
an English victory. To my mind, this is a weak and defeatist 
attitude. I deplore the long-range effect on our national 
thinking, either individually or collectively, of the idea that 
we can not stand on our own, and that our security depends 
on anyone else. This is the second time within a generation 
that we have ben told our security depends on England. It 
is coming too close to a habit of permanent thinking, for a 
strong, virile people like us. 

Now, the President has said convoys mean war. So there 
is no argument there. But it is a shock to the moral con- 


science of the nation to see how quickly the campaign prom- 
ises of last fall are being circumvented in administration 
circles. They are seeking to do indirectly what the President 
said he would not do. The end may be the same—war. 

If the American people are confused, it is because of this 
fact. It is because every observant citizen can see there is a 
direct conflict between the President’s own statements and his 
promises to the American people, and the recent statements 
of the members of his Cabinet. It is because of the statements 
of the President in the last campaign, assuring them, among 
other things, if he were re-elected, of business as usual, and 
peace for the United States. It is because since then, the 
lease-lend bill was sold to them as a way to aid Great Britain 
and remain at peace. 

It is because the President talked about taking the “silly 
old dollar sign” off of aid to England, and turns around and 
knocks the American citizen silly with an enormous increase 
in taxes. 

It is because the facts of the English shipping situation 
are clouded. 

To convoy presumes a place to deliver our goods. What 
is our basis at the other end of the line? My information is 
that England has only two ports available, and that it takes 
three weeks to turn a ship around in these ports. I mean, by 
the time a ship enters the ports and is unloaded and started 
out again, it takes three weeks. This is an important point 
that we should know more about, before we rush into con- 
voying. 

How can we have the national cooperation so desperately 
needed, until we know some of these facts, and to what we 
are committing ourselves? The President has been sending 
his boys to the mill. But we want to hear from the head man, 
as to any changes he proposes to make in the policies on 
which he was re-elected. 

We were told last fall, “no fighting.” And there has been 
no change in the situation since then, the possibilities of 
which were not contemplated when those promises were 
made. 

The foreign policy of this country has deen decided, rightly 
or wrongly. It was decided in the last campaign. And before 
that, Congress had passed the Neutrality Act, giving up our 
one hundred and fifty years’ contention for the freedom of 
the seas. The President signed this act. Later it was modi- 
fied, on his recommendation. I supported the modification. 
But in the modification the theory was maintained that the 
warring countries must come to our ports to get the materials 
and pay the cash. As I have said, I early advocated the fur- 
ther modification of the payment, because this did not 
mean war. 
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Now the attempt is being made to induce us to deliver 
these materials. As the President says, this means war. It 
means, despite assurances to the contrary, another A. E. F. 
I repeat again, the greatest deception that is being practiced 
upon us is the implication that we can have war, and not 
suffer the consequences of war. 

1917-18 will seem like a picnic, compared with the de- 
mands on us for our money, our ships, and our men, in order 
to underwrite a Hitler defeat. 

We can do the job, in the end. Our natural resources, our 
industrial production, our splendid American boys, can do 
the job. But, under the slogan of preserving democracy, 
everywhere in the world, we will destroy every vestige of it 
at home, and sacrifice millions of lives. 

I say again, that moral conscience and common honesty 
demand that before the President reverses the policy of the 
United States, established by the Neutrality Act and its 
amendment, and established in the last campaign, he should 
make his recommendations frankly and honestly to the Con- 
gress and to the American people. He should tell us the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the facts. And, of 
course, he should do this before it is too late for Congress to 
do anything else but declare war. 

Any other course will place a stigma for all time to come 
on his record of honesty and straight dealing with the Ameri- 
can people, who have trusted him for one term more than 
any other President. 

But, I am asked, what if Germany wins? From what I 
have read of the pro-convoy arguments, I am reminded all 
the time of children telling each other ghost stories. Each 
one tries to make it worse, so as to frighten the others. 

Now I don’t mean to say that we are not in dire peril. 
We are. But the argument that we should go to war because 
of economic conditions under a German victory is to me a 
narrow and hateful reason for war. Furthermore, as I have 


said before, free labor will always whip forced labor, and 
without going to war to do it. 

But what of our security if Germany wins? Well, we are 
facing a nation that was whipped in the world war twenty- 
three years ago. It has had numerous internal revolutions 
since then, and currency depreciations, and one and one-half 
years of actual warfare. It is spread out thin. 

But I am no military or naval expert. So let me quote 
from one of the leading military and naval authorities in the 
United States, Hanson W. Baldwin, of the New York 
Times, in his new book, United We Stand: 

“The author does not know a single responsible military 
or naval officer or government official who believes that this 
nation is threatened by direct invasion. Even if Germany 
wins we need not fritter away our great strength in foreign 
theatres, thereby destroying that impregnability that today 
means virtual security for America. But I do suggest that 
militarily we are upon sound ground when we assert, with 
Monroe, that the western hemisphere belongs to the Ameri- 
can nations. 

“There has been no majority in favor of our entry into 
the war in Europe, no milling crowds demand war with 
Japan. But hemisphere defense has the overwhelming en- 
dorsement of a considerable majority.” 

To that I agree one hundred per cent. There is no en- 
thusiasm in America to enter another Peter the Hermit 
Crusade, to make the four freedoms effective in Europe, 
Asia, and Africa. There is practically overwhelming agree- 
ment to defend the western hemisphere. As I have said 
before, let us arm ourselves so terrifically that we can lick 
any nation or combination of nations that are foolish enough 
to attack us here. 

Let us pull together again. Let us destroy our doubts and 
hesitations in the fire of our convictions in our ability as a 
people to defend ourselves against tyranny here in the 
Americas. 


We Will Win the Last Battle 


OUR ANCIENT BUILDINGS ARE AS NOTHING COMPARED TO SPIRITUAL THINGS 
By LORD HALIFAX, British Ambassador to the United States 
Delivered before the Minneapolis Rotary Club at the Hotel Nicollet, Minneapolis, Minn., May 9, 1941 


HE pages of our newspapers during the last month 

or so have, I think, brought one great lesson home to 

all of us. And that is the lightning speed of modern 
warfare. The great armies of men whom we saw in the 
last war throwing themselves often at terrible cost against 
the barbed wire and concrete are already a thing of the past 
and the science of war itself has undergone a complete 
revolution. 

The key men in the present war are the designers and 
draughtsmen, the skilled workers in the factories, and the 
intrepid pilots and gunners who use these products of the 
war industry and who must in their turn be equally skilled. 
Courage and endurance are still needed but by themselves 
they are as useless as the courage of savages against rifles 
and machine guns. 

The introduction of the technician into every aspect of 
the struggle, from the tank driver and the pilot back to the 
worker in the factory, has changed the structure of war. 

In the past the war machine was likened to a triangle 
with its base facing the enemy. Today that triangle has been 
reversed; the apex is the striking force and the wide base 





stands upon the mines and the factories; and in our case 
on the whole industrial field, both British and American. 
If the free countries can come to hold a greater weight of 
mechanized equipment and of ships to transport it to the 
field of battle, the war will be won. 

Today it is my country’s privilege to lead in the battle 
of resistance to Hitler, and she can do so with firm faith 
and increasing confidence since she is assured of America’s 
whole-hearted support in the battle of production. 

In a war so specialised as this, in which machinery is play- 
ing a decisive role, the raw materials which make and drive 
that machinery are playing an ever more important part. 
And since that is so raw materials are going to have a great 
deal to say. 

I take three of the most essential: oil is the vital source 
of power for the modern army, and together the United 
States and the British Commonwealth of Nations dispose of 
some 70% of the world supply. Eighty-five per cent of the 
world’s copper is still beyond Hitler’s reach and no less than 
ninety-one per cent of the crude rubber. 

These are the trump cards in the hands of freedom. These 
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are hard and simple facts which constitute a challenge to 
those doubting minds which cannot see certain assurance 
of the ultimate collapse and defeat of Hitler. 

For the last seven years Nazi Germany had increased the 
tempo of her industry to its maximum intensity. To do this 
she has whipped out of her industrial man-power an effort 
so tremendous that only a quick and total victory can save 
her. But here in the United States, that big arsenai of 
democracy, the growing strength arising from the mobilisa- 
tion of your vast industrial power is only now beginning to 
be discerned. 

And the answer to the question “Can Hitler be defeated” 
lies partly here in your great mills, shipbuilding plants, and 
factories, and partly in the resolution of the British people. 

About the immense help you can give us there is no doubt. 
About our unfaltering devotion to our cause there is no 
doubt either. For nothing will make the British people 
believe that all they stand for can go down before so vile 
and base a thing as Nazism has proved itself to be. 

Nor can I doubt that you members of the Rotary Club in 
this great city of Minneapolis will feel with peculiar force 
the reasons which finally led my country to the con- 
clusion that there can be no compromise in the present 
struggle, and that death itself would be preferable to life 
in a world in which Hitlerism ruled. 

The Rotary movement, which I believe originated in the 
United States of America, has laid the world under no mean 
debt by constantly keeping before mens’ minds one of the 
highest ideals, that of service to one’s fellow men. Still 
more, in the International Rotary movement you have shown 
how men of differing opinions and different races, content 
to lead their own lives and follow their own loyalties, have 
been able to come together and comprehend one another’s 
problems and to work them out through better understanding. 

The ideals and purposes for which your great movement 
was founded are the very ones for which Hitler has the 
greatest hatred and the most cold contempt. Small wonder 
that he has forbidden it to exist in Germany. 

For him, as he has made abundantly clear, the lie is one of 
his most trusted weapons. It was by the most unscrupulous 
mendacity that he sought to create a general feeling of se- 
curity while feverishly preparing the weapons with which to 
strike when the time was ripe. And when he was ready for 
war he lied in turn to each of Germany’s neighbors until the 
selected moment for their destruction. 

Addressing the Reichstag some eight years ago Hitler said: 
“Our boundless love for and loyalty to our own national 
traditions make us desire from the bottom of our hearts 
to live with other nations in peace and friendship. We have 
no use for the idea of Germanisation. The mentality of the 
past century which made our rulers believe that they could 
make Germans out of Poles and Frenchmen is completely 
foreign to us. 

Let us see what Hitler has done and is doing to the Poland 
which he has overrun, and to whom he made such fair prom- 
ises, until he was ready to destroy her. A new wave of 
terror is being applied by the German authorities in Poland 
at this very moment that I speak. We are all so preoccupied 
with our own lives that we are terribly apt to forget that 
Hitler’s Germany is practising with cold, conscious, de- 
liberate, and scientific skill a savagery not seen in the world 
since the days of Genghis Kahn. It is probably true to say 
that no less than forty thousand Poles have been murdered 
within the last few months. Polish villages are the daily 
scene of terror, reprisals, mass floggings and violence of every 
kind. Special concentration camps for Polish peasants have 
been instituted. Large numbers of the people are being 
moved. Schools are being closed by decree, Polish youth is 


being drafted for compulsory labour. In the daytime man- 
hunts are organised on the streets and at night people are 
dragged out of their homes and killed. 

In Warsaw, the capital city, Poles are not allowed to walk 
upon the pavements and have to salute all Germans in uni- 
form. All the leaders of the nation, all men who might once 
more raise the Polish nation from the dust are being de- 
stroyed. 

Every outward sign of Polish nationalism, all that was 
most sacred to the nation and which served to remind it of 
its past glories is being systematically polluted and blotted 
out. 

Hardly less piteous, and certainly not less outrageous, 
have been the sufferings of the Scandinavian peoples who 
have fallen for the time being under Hitler’s domination. 
Norway had long been a model of democracy for the whole 
world. No nation was more profoundly pacific just as no 
nation has done more to keep alive its national consciousness 
during its bitter trial. 

Here there was no bone of contention, there was no 
vestige of a grievance which Hitler could create. No people 
were better governed, no people were more anxious to co- 
operate for the good of all nations. Norwegians had a par- 
ticular claim on German gratitude, for in the last war they 
had cared for large numbers of German children, when the 
blockade made their home conditions difficult. But the 
virtues, which we have learnt most to value, are to Hitler 
only an insult and a provocation, and that is why the British 
Commonwealth of Nations are determined as they have never 
been determined before to make an end of this man and his 
abominations once and for all. 

Let us be assured of this. A victory for Hitler would 
mean the triumph not only of a corruption and cruelty worse 
than the human race has yet experienced, but also the tri- 
umph of a ruthless industrial system that no nation that 
values free enterprise could survive. That system of free 
enterprise and free cooperation is now on trial, and I be- 
lieve that those nations still free are becoming daily more 
aware of the challenge to their existence. 

Today fortunately there are signs that the time is ap- 
proaching when every unit of totalitarianism production will 
be met by two units of free production, and here I mean 
not only industrial output but raw materials and foodstuffs 
as well. 

And the day must soon come when the Nazis will be no 
longer able to find fresh loot as they have found it in France, 
Holland, Denmark, and other ravaged countries, and wil! 
be forced to draw still deeper on their reserves. Gradua!ly 
the deluded people of Germany will discover that the e¢s- 
sential reserves of supply for which they have slaved and 
starved and foregone their liberty are exhausted and that 
they are left to face the crushing strength of the forces of 
freedom, armed, fed, supplied and inspired by the limitless 
resources of America’s gigantic wealth and help. When 
the history of that day is written it will be clear that the 
genius of industrial coordination will have played an equal / 
part with the genius of military strategy. 

Already the Battle of the Atlantic is raging. It will be 
determined by sea power in the form of our navy with such 
help as you feel able to allow your navy to give us, and by 
our capacity to defeat the destructive attacks on our ship- 
ping of the submarine and aeroplane and by your and our 
power to replace the ships which are sunk. The link be- 
tween production and combat, the sea lanes by which the 
tools pass on their way to the job is vital and its strength 
can be ensured by the joint action of both the United States 
and Great Britain. Already you have established a base in 
Newfoundland and you are taking action in regard to Green- 
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land. We have the Faroe Islands and Iceland in our hands, 
and these strategic land points form the buttresses of the 
northern bridge of the Atlantic. 

With the great assistance which you are giving us by your 
watchful naval patrols outside the combat zone it will be 
possible for us more and more to strengthen our defenses in 
the most dangerous areas. 

If with your aid we can win the battles of production 
and transportation we in Britain are confident, and we be- 
lieve you share our confidence, that we can win the last 
battle of all which will rid the world of this evil thing. 

But when we have weighed the material factors let us 
not forget that which is the most vital factor of all. The 
spirit and resolution of peoples moving together because of 
their own free will and decision. Let me tell you of what 
an American has recently said as he visited two of our devas- 
tated cities. 

“There wasn’t any Easter parade in Bristol today,” he 
says: “This wounded city is still brushing the dust out of 
its eyes. They came on the night of Good Friday, bringing 
man’s oldest weapon, fire, and the newest of man’s machines. 

“Those walking home from Easter service stopped to 
peer into the craters and the rubble of the places they once 
knew. Bristol is proud of its association with America. They 
believe their boys discovered it. So it comes hard for them 
to see the ruins of a hall where Cabot, in 1497, said his last 
prayers before he set sail with 18 men of Bristol to discover 


the mainland of North America. He called it New- 


foundland.” 

And speaking of Plymouth, the same American says: “This 
Easter I returned to look at Plymouth, with amaze. Its 
soft greenness can never be erased. But its weathered gray 
houses, they’ve been burnt and blasted. 

“Plymouth is cleaning up. They haven’t had time yet 
for the Mayflower Rock. It’s still covered with glass and 
debris, but the inscription is undefaced; Mayflower 1620. 
The small yellow house where the Pilgrims spent their last 
night is blasted. Little gray camp fires and burnt out bombs 
cover the lawn where Sir Francis Drake once bowled. They 
wiped the mud off the face of his statue and today Sir 
Francis still stares defiantly towards the channel whence 
another Armada may come.” 

The enemy seems bent on destroying landmarks which 
held as honoured a place in the history of your country as 
they did in mine. 

We shall mourn the loss of these ancient buildings, since 
they are irreplaceable. But in comparison with the spiritual 
things which they represented and for which we fight, they 
are nothing. 

And we are jointly resolved that the free spirit of man, 
which drove Cabot and the Pilgrim Fathers to leave Bristol 
and Plymouth more than 300 years ago, shall not be ex- 
tinguished. We are determined if need be to give our lives 
in its defence. 


The Shape of Things to Come 


THE EPIC OF AMERICA 
By H. W. PRENTIS, JR., President, Armstrong Cork Company, Lancaster, Pa. 


Chairman of the Board, National Association of Manufacturers 


Delivered before Regional Meeting of National Association of Manufacturers, Philadelphia, Pa., April 28, 1941 


1933, entitled “The Shape of Things to Come,” con- 


cludes with these two sentences: 


“When the existing governments, and ruling theories 
of life, the decaying religious and decaying political forms 
of today have sufficiently lost prestige through failure and 
catastrophe, then and then only will world-wide recon- 
struction be possible. And it must needs be the work first 
of all of an aggressive order of religiously devoted men and 
women who will try out and establish and impose a new 
pattern of living upon our race.” 


That new pattern, as envisioned by Mr. Wells, is a co- 
operative commonwealth—a beneficent socialized state—de- 
signed and governed by starry-eyed idealists—men who have 
been purged of lust for power, although it is not made clear 
how this cleansing process is to be accomplished. We can 
now all perceive distinctly the shape of things to come con- 
templated by Nazism in Germany, and its close blood 
brothers—Fascism in Italy, pseudo-communism in Russia 
and old-fashioned, Simon-pure despotism in Japan. None of 
these conceptions, however, is really new. They all go back 
to man’s earliest days on earth when the cave man was the 
undisputed lord and master of his family and later of his 
tribe or nation. In fact, if antiquity and widespread usage 
are to be the governing criteria, then despotism, feudalism, 
dictatorship, call it what you will—but in any case govern- 
ment of the people by a single individual or group for the 
interest of that particular individual or group—certainly can 


Ts: remarkable book by H. G. Wells published in 


lay claim to acceptance and respect. The mislabeled new 
order digs deep into the scrap basket of time, resurrecting 
and refurbishing the oldest of men’s failures in governmental 
forms. By comparison, government of the people, by the peo- 
ple, for the people—‘“‘the new order of the ages,” as the great 
seal of the United States puts it—is relatively a novelty—a 
rarity in the long history of government and human rela- 
tions. It is estimated, in fact, that of the forty billion human 
beings who have lived on this earth since the birth of Christ, 
scarcely more than one billion—less than three per cent—have 
ever enjoyed the liberty we have in America at this very 
hour. 

In these recent fateful months the United States govern- 
ment has made a momentous decision. Its full significance, 
I am convinced, has not yet penetrated the public conscious- 
ness. Its stupendous influence on the shape of things to 
come cannot possibly be encompassed by any finite mind. 
What the womb of time may hold—what Armageddons for 
the nations, what Gethsemanes for the hopes of civilized hu- 
manity, what Calvaries for suffering men and women—none 
can even dimly imagine, let alone foretell. 

We do know, however, that as a country we have once 
more decided to dedicate “our lives, our fortunes and our 
sacred honor” to making the world safe for its self-governing 
peoples. Hence as we gird on the panoply of war, as cru- 
saders of old venturing across sea and desert, not knowing 
where our quest may eventually lead us, is it not appropriate 
and fitting—in fact, our bounden duty—to renew our alle- 
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giance to American ideals, and to resolve firmly that when 
the present storm is over and past, those same ideals shall 
determine the shape of things to come for our children and 
children’s children ? 

We stand at the close of one era and the opening of an- 
other in the Epic of America. Let our imagination sweep 
back over the past three cénturies. What do we see? Small 
determined groups of venturers—proudly bearing the old 
English name which meant exactly the same as the companion 
word which came into the language independently through 
the French, ‘‘enterprisers’—small determined groups of ven- 
turers actuated by a daring desire for political, economic, in- 
tellectual and religious freedom, struggling for a foothold 
on the edge of a great continent; the coalescence of their colo- 
nies into an infant nation; the setting up of a new form of 
representative democracy with a written constitution; the 
march of pioneers to the waters of the Pacific; the fusing of 
the nation in the flaming forge of civil war; the spanning of 
the continent with communication systems which threaded 
through the barriers of sectionalism to bind the people into 
an America of a single heart; a lusty age of steam and steel ; 
the development of electric power and mass production; the 
lifting of the standard of living to a level never reached before 
in the history of mankind; then the appalling destruction of 
material and moral values in the first World War; an en- 
suing period of national manic-depressive insanity accom- 
panied by the crass selfishness that always characterizes such 
mob madness; the demand for a scapegoat in the form of 
American business to expiate our collective national sins; the 
search for shortcuts to prosperity; feverish zeal in setting 
up remedies for accumulated social ills; the encroachment 
of government into the detail of every citizen’s daily life; 
the entrenchment of the bureaucrats; and now the frantic 
cries for “production, more production and still more pro- 
duction” from an aroused people eager to get the materials 
needed for national defense. Such is the background of the 
American scene as we gather here today. 

All intelligent Americans recognize, however, that the 
shape of things to come will be determined by things of the 
mind and spirit as well as by physical armaments. Our na- 
tional future will be determined by internal no less than by 
external factors. How vital it is, therefore, that we strengthen 
those cementing elements that have held us together as a 
nation in the past! The binding ingredients of this nation— 
any nation—are weak and tenuous at best. Prostrate France 
tells the story of what happens when class jealousies and 
loss of confidence in time-tried systems become gnawing 
cancers in the bone and sinew of any organized society. 
Faith in our unique governmental system—federal, state and 
local—and faith in our highly developed system of free pri- 
vate enterprise have been the two major factors that have 
held us together in national unity here in America. 

The history of every one of those peoples which for brief 
periods have enjoyed the blessings of freedom, proves that 
liberty for the common man has invariably been the collateral 
result of free business enterprise. The need, in fact, for 
constitutional self-government has seldom, if ever, arisen 
except in societies sustained by substantial and well-organized 
industry and commerce. In other words, the experience of 
that small fraction of the human race that has enjoyed the 
blessings of personal freedom clearly proves that constitu- 
tional representative democracy, civil and religious liberty 
and free private enterprise are inseparable. As I have said 
on sO many previous occasions, these three factors together 
constitute the tripod upon which ali human freedom depends 
for support. Destroy any of the three legs of this tripod 
and the entire structure of liberty soon collapses. 

The only alternative to private enterprise is public enter- 





prise. Public enterprise means state socialism—national eco- 
nomic planning. National economic planning requires indi- 
vidual conformance to long-range governmental programs, 
and to ensure individual conformance, independent spirits 
are subjected to official browbeating and ostracism as the 
minimum of coercion; to imprisonment and execution as the 
maximum. Simultaneously, the masses, and particularly the 
rising generation, must have their minds and spirits condi- 
tioned by government control of every means by which pub- 
lic opinion is formed—newspaper, radio, movie, school and 
church. The present shape of things in Germany, Italy and 
Russia lies hideous before our eyes. In molding the shape of 
things to come in America, therefore, let us, even in the : 
throes of the present emergency, be on guard and alert lest 
we find ourselves eventually armed to the teeth but shorn 
of the intellectual and spiritual blessings that are the very 
essence of freedom. 

Do you remember in Victor Hugo’s “Les Miserables” how 
Marius, the Napoleon worshipper, eulogizes the ‘Little Cor- 
poral” as Hannibal, Caesar, Charlemagne, all in a single 
man? How he told of the dynasties destroyed, of the grena- 
diers made kings, of the glories bestowed on France! Then 
closed his peroration with this stirring question: “This is 
sublime, and what could be more grand?” “To be free!” 
replied M. Combeferre. 

The shape of things to come in America will be determined 
very largely by the manner in which free private enterprise 
solves the problem of fitting our present system to a defense 
economy in such fashion that industry operated by private 
management will win against foreign totalitarianisms the 
most desperate economic conflict the world has ever en- 
dured ; and do this without private industry and competitive 
business losing their own identity as the price of freedom. 
Suicide victories may sound romantic in song and ballad 
but certainly we American businessmen do not want to go 
into the folksong collections of the future as the 20th Cen- 
tury Light Brigade! 

The decade of the 1930’s were years of fault-finding 
whether fault actually rested where it was laid or not. 
Throughout that period businessmen and industrialists were 
the whipping-boys of social theorists and politicians. In cer- 
tain cases there had been, of course, real culpability, a sad 
lack of social stewardship in places high and low in the 
business world. Indiscriminate vilification of business, how- 
ever, was also one of the concomitant results of the debunking 
process applied by the intelligentsia to many of our national 
heroes and to practically all our cherished political, economic 
and religious beliefs—starting in the early twenties. 

Let me give you a single illustration in the field of educa- 
tion: The Declaration of Independence asserts, ‘That all 
men are created equal; that they are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights and that among these 
are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness . . . that to 
secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of the gov- 
erned.” Some of our debunkers repudiate the doctrine of 
natural rights thus expressed. For instance, in the syllabus 
of a course on “Educational Foundations” given by a radical 
professor at Teachers College, Columbia University, I find 
this statement: 


“In our day, however, social and ethical theory has 
repudiated the doctrine of natural rights. . . . If rights 
are ‘natural’ and inalienable, as the 18th century had it, 
then these can in their turn also be neither criticized nor 
changed, no matter how badly they, or the institutions built 
on them, may work. We accordingly now think that rights 
and institutions and freedoms—all—derive their just au- 
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thority from the way they work when tried. . Some 
who profit by the old arrangements wish to maintain things 
as hitherto, and so invoke their outmoded ‘natural’ rights 
to uphold the now hurtful freedoms they wish to exer- 
cise.” 


Thus these debunkers of our American system—by denying 
that individuals have any rights save those granted by the 
state—strike at the very root of the vital concept of govern- 
ment established by the founding fathers, namely, that all 
government derives its just powers from the consent of the 
governed. Of course, the terrible events in Europe in re- 
cent years, the fate of the great German universities, the 
plight of public education in Russia which is now no longer 
financially free, have made many such critics of our American 
system sit up and take notice, and in some cases to beat their 
breasts publicly in repentance. In fact, the very professor 
whose syllabus I quoted a moment ago recently subscribed 
to a statement issued by the conservative faculty of Teachers 
College in which these stirring sentences appear: 


“One of the primary obligations of the American educa- 
tional system is to provide the most effectual conditions for 
the young to attain the equipment in knowledge and atti- 
tude required to carry on our democratic way of life. 
American education should make no pretense of neutrality 
about this great social objective. Our schools should be 
deliberately designed to provide an education in and for 
democracy.” 


During these years of fault-finding and criticism the Amer- 
ican industrialist did not bare his back and weep futile tears. 
It soon became evident to him that the cloak of criticism 
was being used to conceal the creeping serpent of state social- 
ism. As patriotic Americans, the members of the National 
Association of Manufacturers set out to scotch that enemy. 
Harsh epithets did not dismay us. For no sincere individual, 
eager to preserve our American liberties, could possibly 
justify the denial to business of the right of champion free 
private enterprise. Every other one of our fundamental lib- 
erties had its own defender. Did free private enterprise, just 
as essential to human liberty as free thought, free speech, 
free press, free religion, free schools, or free political institu- 
tions, have to remain undefended? Industry said, “No!” 
So through the years the Public Information Program of the 
N. A. M. has been a bulwark against creeping collectivism— 
informing the American people of the case for free private 
enterprise and rallying our citizenry so effectively to its 
support that a recent survey of public opinion indicates that 
no less than 74 per cent of the electorate believe that free 
private enterprise is essential to the maintenance of their 
personal freedom. 

Today American industry has been adjured to become the 
arsenal of democracy. Arsenal—one of the older words in the 
English language—comes from an Arabian stem and literally 
means “industrial warehouse.” How significant that mean- 
ing is today! There is no place else to get a gun, or a bullet 
to fire from it, or the powder to put a projectile in flight 
except from industry. The public knows that full well, but 
let us not therefore become complacent. Yesterday we were 
seeking a chance to tell the story of American free private 
enterprise to the public; today it is in demand. By the same 
token if industry’s productive efforts can be twisted to its 
discredit, if any fact can be turned to the disadvantage of 
free private enterprise, if any circumstance can be seized as a 
weapon to attack the system that we support, do not deceive 
yourselves: No such opportunity as may present itself will 
be lost by those who seek to mold the shape of things to come 
so as to socialize America. The one thing we must make 
sure of is that in shaping the things to come, the shaper is 


really public opinion and not a dictator. That’s the crucial 
point of our future—to avoid losing our form of representa- 
tive government. 

In trying to perform the historic task of businessmen as 
crusaders for, and preservers of, human liberty, we face a 
combination of circumstances that might well appall the 
most stout-hearted among us. Unless God in His providence 
intervenes, our country may face years of ruthless warfare, 
a period of destruction and economic attrition that in its 
ultimate results in Europe may well be comparable to the 
Thirty Years’ War in the 17th century. War, as we all 
know, means disruption of homes and community life; the 
loosening of moral and religious ties; the complete disloca- 
tion of our normal peacetime economy; vast migrations of 
workers; a stupendous debt; staggering taxes; and during its 
duration—at least—a progressively lower standard of living. 
In five years of defense production—and possibly actual war 
—our national expenditures might easily average thirty bil- 
lion dollars per year and even though half of this enormous 
sum were raised by taxation, we should still have to face the 
advent of peace with a debt of perhaps a hundred and fifty 
billions of dollars. Even though the country is not yet 
officially at war, all industry—particularly the heavy goods 
industries—find themselves already operating under condi- 
tions of virtual dictatorship: Hours of work fixed by law; 
relations with employees bound in the labyrinthine coils of 
legal procedure; wages determined in large degree by gov- 
ernmental influence; ceilings on prices set by executive edict; 
profits confined in a straight-jacket of unscientific taxation. 
What of the shape of things to come? What of the after- 
math when our armies are demobilized and hosts of indus- 
trial workers in armament plants have to seek peacetime em- 
ployment? Freedom, let us remember, thrives in an expand- 
ing economy; governmental regimentation in the contracted 
economy of poverty, suffering and despair. 

No sensible man will deny that crises in a country’s ex- 
istence require temporary emergency treatment, but if we 
are successfully to mold the shape of things to come so as to 
preserve the blessings of freedom for future generations, it is 
now doubly important that we understand clearly the prin- 
ciples on which this nation was founded and on which the 
permanence of its institutions depends. The woof of our 
American way of life includes many components but the 
warp, the basic idea underlying our entire system, is the 
religious principle of the sacredness of the individual human 
soul in the eyes of God. Under that majestic concept the 
state exists for man, not man for the state. Government is 
the servant of its citizenry; the citizenry is not the servant 
of government. In that concept we find the philosophic jus- 
tification for the common man’s right to choose his own rul- 
ers; to select his own form of private enterprise; to speak, 
write, assemble and worship God as he sees fit. As old John 
Adams said when the Constitution was under discussion: 
“You have rights antecedent to all earthly government; 
rights that cannot be repealed or restrained by human laws; 
rights derived from the Great Legislator of the Universe.” 

Thus we find in the popular government that our fore- 
fathers set up here in America the political expression of 
Christianity. They called their system not a democracy but 
a republic. They knew that no pure democracy in history 
had ever lasted very long. For pure democracies are gov- 
ernments in which every important decision is determined 
by vote of the current majority. Hence pure democracies 
are easy prey for demagogues. As Montesquieu says of pure 
democracies in his “Spirit of Laws”: “Petty tyrants arise 
who have every vice of a major despot; and then these give 
way to the big despot. The City of Syracuse had in 
her bosom an immense multitude of people whose fate it was 
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always to have this cruel alternative—either of choosing a 
tyrant to govern them or of acting the tyrant themselves.” 

The men who set up our American democracy had, first, 
the problem of how to adapt popular self-government to a 
large geographical area and, second, how to make that form 
of government endure. They endeavored to solve these prob- 
lems by setting up a republic possessing four distinguishing 
characteristics: First, it incorporates the principle of repre- 
sentative rather than direct action by the people themselves; 
second, it protects the minority from the tyranny of the cur- 
rent majority by a written Constitution which purposely can 
be amended only by a slow process; third, it insists on the 
separation of legislative, executive and judicial functions; 
and fourth, it provides for the careful distribution of power 
between the federal and state governments. 

In recent years social reformers have deprecated every 
factor in our republican system of government which slows 
up immediate action or which stands in the way of the cen- 
tralization of federal power. In the past seven years, with- 
out constitutional amendment, the whole concept of the 
power of the federal governemnt has been almost completely 
altered. ‘The plainly written words of the Constitution re- 
main, but the roots of our republican system have been 
‘weakened by divorcing in so many ways, local control of 
local affairs from local taxing power. Thomas Jefferson 
said: “Our peculiar security is the possession of a written 
Constitution. Let us not make it a blank paper by con- 
struction.” If Jefferson be right, the present trend of judi- 
cial decisions involving constitutional questions holds little 
hope for “peculiar security” in that quarter. So far as our 
written Constitution is concerned, therefore, hope for things 
to come now rests almost exclusively in informed public 
opinion—the electorate asserting itself directly through its 
chosen representatives in Congress. 

This fact emphasizes the vital responsibility of public edu- 
cation in the maintenance of our American system. As James 
Madison said: “A popular government without popular in- 
formaticn or the means of acquiring it, is but a prologue to a 
farce or a tragedy, or perhaps both. Knowledge will for- 
ever govern ignorance; and a people who mean to be their 
own governors must arm themselves with the power which 
knowledge gives.” Knowledge, however, is not enough. 
There must be faith as well. And that raises a number of 
vital questions that demand immediate examination by all 
those patriotic citizens—educators and layman alike—who 
would intelligently mold the shape of things to come in 
America in the aftermath of the present world tragedy. 

Is not the teaching of the basic philosophic and religious 
principles that underlie the American republic of even more 
importance than mere instruction in current economic and 
social questions? Is not the development of character and 
patriotism even more essential in a representative democracy 
than the teaching of specific social and economic subjects— 
desirable though such instruction is? Should public education 
erdeavor from the outset to influence the child’s thinking 
about the controversial aspects of our governmental and 
social system, or should a thorough factual foundation be 
provided before children are encouraged to direct their en- 
ergies toward the examination of as yet undetermined issues? 
Is there not real danger that well-intentioned effort to arouse 
healthy skepticism among immature students may be so over- 
extended as to create merely morbid cynicism which destroys 
all faith and thus serves no constructive purpose? May not 
all standards of conduct and public morality suffer if youth 
is over-encouraged in its skepticism and is allowed to believe 
that tradition should be suspect simply because it is tradi- 
tion? In fact, is not such skepticism endangering even today 
the entire structure of American liberty? 


I am convinced myself that the philosophic and religious 
concepts that underlie our American way of life are the same 
yesterday, today and forever. The procedures of govern- 
ment may change but the principles of truth and morality and 
social conduct that underlie republican self-government are 
firm and immutable. Is not the primary duty of public edu- 
cation in the American republic, therefore, to inculcate those 
concepts in the heart and mind of every child and then, 
having established suitable mental bench-marks, encourage 
intelligent appraisal and constructive criticism of the me- 
chanics of our institutions when the student reaches the age 
of mature judgment? 

It is obvious that we cannot hope to shape things to come 
in America if we are unwilling to accept our due measure of 
personal responsibility. So if we continue to place our per- 
sonal burdens on the shoulders of our elected rulers, we can 
rest assured that we shall ultimately find our liberties de- 
voured in the maw of a bureaucracy that ever hungers for 
power and more power. The shape of things to come, for ex- 
ample, will be altered to an extent far greater than is realized 
today by the psychological effect of certain restrictions of the 
Wage and Hour Act on the young men now growing up and 
to whom twenty years hence, the nation must look for busi- 
ness leadership. For extreme governmental control of this 
nature not only destroys budding individual initiative—the 
well-spring of economic and social progress—but it tends 
to absorb more and more presently existing initiative in what 
might be termed purely defensive or non-productive activity. 
Ask yourself this question: As a business executive, how much 
of your time in the past eight years has been devoted to 
acquainting yourself and your organization with new gov- 
ernmental regulations, to collective bargaining — desirable 
though it may be, to answering governmental questionnaires, 
to anticipating as best you can the ultimate effects of new 
public policies that affect your business? Conversely, what 
percentage of your time has remained to be applied to dream- 
ing dreams and seeing visions by which the frontiers of your 
business could be extended, new products created and addi- 
tional employment provided? If the answers to these ques- 
tions could be accurately determined, the American public 
would be amazed at the degree to which the march of indus- 
trial progress has been slowed up and employment has suf- 
fered through such influences during the past decade—dur- 
ing which, for the first time in our history, the general 
standard of living has actually declined. 

After all, a stream can rise no higher than its source. 
Representative democracy demands more from its individual 
citizens than any other form of government but it yields 
courageous men who are willing to pay the price, the un- 
told spiritual satisfactions of freedom. Obviously, therefore, 
the deeper the intelligence and the higher the character of the 
men who provide leadership in public affairs, the better the 
government we will enjoy. Since the time of the Civil War, 
too large a percentage of the best brains of the American 
people has gone into business and the learned professions. 
Too few of our most gifted men have been willing to make 
the personal sacrifices involved in active personal participa- 
tion in politics and government. The time has now come 
when this condition must end if the shape of things to come 
in the American republic is to be so fashioned as to preserve 
its blessings to oncoming generations. 

The men who shaped the American nation were, many of 
them, businessmen like us. Biographers, in fact, call Ben- 
jamin Franklin the first modern American businessman. He 
was the sage of the Constitutional Convention. Presiding 
was George Washington, not merely because he was a vic- 
torious general but because he was a proven business enter- 
priser. He was a patron of invention just as Franklin was 
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an inventor in his own right. The two were typical of the 
entire group who helped to draft the immortal document on 
which our freedom rests. It was drawn in recognition of the 
genius of America. Then as now we were an industrious 
people. The belief that a sound and thriving industry was 
fundamental to the nation’s progress did not die with the 
passing of the Federalist Party. It has been nurtured ever 
since. It is that belief which this Association fosters and 
keeps alive. 

That point of view—which helped to create America— 
is our common heritage. But only industry, of all organized 
groups today, seems eager to save inviolate the concept of 
free private enterprise, one of the three inseparable supports 
on which American freedom rests. We can find hope, how- 
ever, in the fact that a nation after all has a collective mind 
and a collective memory. It has an inarticulate, but cumula- 
tive, passion for the survival of what in its tradition is vir- 
tuous. The collective mind of modern man is no different 
from the collective mind of primitive man. It demands lead- 
ership, and courage and integrity from that leadership. The 
shape of things to come will be either vastly worse than 
anything at present conceived possible or, spread over a long 
period, infinitely better. Tyranny is the glorification of 


pessimism. Those who are not actively for the American 
system now, when its life is at issue, are by their very 
passivity, against it. The call that rings clear today is for 
the friends of the tripod of freedom to make themselves 
known. If we would mold the shape of things to come, we 
must guard against what James Bryce considered one of 
the great weaknesses of democracy: “‘A sense of the insignifi- 
cance of personal effort.” 

So even as we contemplate the tragic picture that the world 
presents today, the knowledge of the Divine source from 
which our great heritage of freedom derives, brings surging 
up again a new response in every man of courage. For it 
is written that the day of Armageddon, the day when the 
Lord will bring to reckoning his controversy with the na- 
tions will be a day that is neither dark nor clear but greatly 
clouded. Then it is that despair will seize upon the hearts 
of men, save those fearless few who battle ceaselessly for the 
right. Trumpets will sound on every hand and there will 
be alarms in the fenced cities. Doubt and confusion and a 
deepening darkness will prevail. Yet always back of it all 
and moving forward to a fuller day is the unfailing promise 
that “it shall come to pass that at evening time it shall be 
light.” 


What Next for America in Government ? 


IT’S NO TIME TO LOSE COURAGE 


By GEORGE D. AIKEN, U. S. Senator from Vermont 
Delivered at National Town Hall Conference, Hotel Astor, N. Y., May 9, 1941 


F I pretended to know for a certainty what is next for 

America in government, I could very properly be accused 

of being either very foolish or very conceited. As a 
matter of fact, in referring to the future the two words 
“if” and “unless” must be resorted to very frequently. Amer- 
icans, however, are noted for their love of taking chances 
and so, I am going to take a chance in mentioning some 
things which I believe lie ahead of us in government. 

I readily admit that any prophecies which I dare make are 
undoubtedly colored by my hopes and my fears. I am not 
going to talk to you about the war tonight as such because 
the problems of America and the changes that are taking 
place in America are not predicated on war itself and do 
not depend upon America’s entry into or staying out of 
war. 

Our most acute problems have already existed for many 
years. Defense programs, foreign entanglements, even con- 
flict itself can neither deny or solve them. A great national 
emergency can obscure them for a time, can postpone the 
judgment day as regards them, but in so doing it also inten- 
sifies and magnifies them. 

For example, scant consideration is being given today 
to the fact that this year the United States Government, in 
spite of the tremendous increase in revenue will fall short of 
paying current expenses of government, exclusive of defense 
costs, by over two billion dollars. When we fail by this 
amount to meet the ordinary costs of government when 
national income is high we must recognize that we have a 
problem of such major importance as to rank even with 
foreign involvement. 

This is only one of the matters which lie ahead for the 
American Government to cope with. The old saying is that 
we can be sure of only death and taxes. Indications are that 
we may soon expect enormously increased amounts of both. 


With the increased speed of travel, with easier methods 
of communication, with modern improvements in transpor- 
tation facilities, we are called upon constantly to make re- 
adjustments in our economic life and our living habits. 

States are as near together today as counties were a gen- 
eration ago. Nations are as close to one another as states 
were at that time. This situation has necessitated constant 
changes in government as well as economic matters. 

It has become more and more impracticable and impossible 
for states to regulate and control vital factors of our eco- 
nomic system. A general trend toward centralization of 
government has been the inevitable result. 

Rivers do not recognize state lines. Most communication 
and transportation systems have become wholly national 
rather than matters of partial state concern. A great prob- 
lem has arisen through failure or inability of the states 
themselves to control and regulate the practices of great 
corporations whose business extends into all the states of 
the Union as well as all over the world. 

Consequently, each year sees more and more of these 
things coming very properly and necessarily under Federal 
rather than state jurisdiction. Therein is raised the question 
as to how far can we go without effacing local self-govern- 
ment. How can we meet the needs of changing times and still 
preserve the feeling of authority and initiative which patriotic 
citizens should possess? 

Can this modern temp of business and government be con- 
trolled and well ordered by the practices which have served 
us well for over a century and a half? These questions pre- 
sent to America a constant challenge. 

On the eighth of March, when the Congress of the United 
States passed the Lend-Lease bill granting to the President 
the right to make secret alliances with any nation on earth 
without informing the Congress, when it gave to him almost 
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unlimited control over all the resources and to a large measure 
all human activity in our country, we took a long step away 
from our wanted government of law toward an unwanted 
government of men. 

Many thought this was an unwise thing to do, that in the 
long run would defeat the purpose for which such legisla- 
tion was intended. I felt and I still feel that the effect of 
this so-called emergency legislation will be as far reaching 
on the domestic life of America as it will be upon the 
geography of the nations. 

Under the guise of a national emergency and under the 
enormous power granted by the Lend-Lease bill we may ex- 
pect the administration of the United States to complete 
phases of its program which never would be sanctioned by a 
complacent populace in a time of serenity. 

We are not going to return to the old days and the old 
ways of private industry. Unfortunately we are going to 
have a new group of profiteers and war millionaires in spite 
of all efforts to control profiteering by taxation. But before 
this emergency is over, we will, through our government, 
through our emergency dictatorship, if you please, take from 
the hands of the few the control of great natural resources 
which properly belong to all the people of the nation. 

If you wish me to talk still plainer, I will say that before 
Mr. Roosevelt is deprived of his national emergency powers, 
the American Government will have become one of modi- 
fied, how modified I cannot say, State Socialism. It will, 
however, still be called Democracy. I don’t know whether 
that is his intention or not because he does not confide in me. 
But, unless I am guessing wrong, the Federal Government 
will own or control far more closely than heretofore the 
electric power, the transportation systems and the financial 
institutions of America. Greater Federal control will be ex- 
ercised over industry through Federal licensing or chartering 
of great corporations. 

Greater Federal control will be exercised over our rivers 
and other waters and over the land of the nation, the oil, 
the minerals, the coal and the forests. If this program goes 
too far, it would not be modified State Socialism, but Totali- 
tarianism with a capital T. 

As an example as to how the President will use the Na- 
tional Defense Emergency to attain his purposes, I call your 
attention to the St. Lawrence Waterway. Some twenty years 
ago utility interests proposed to spend one billion three hun- 
dred million dollars in the development of this waterway, 
giving all navigation facilities to the United States and 
Canada in return for the right to develop electric energy. 

The offer of these interests was not accepted, and since that 
time utilities in general have conducted a systematic and 
effective sabotage campaign to prove that the St. Lawrence 
development is impracticable, although they would pay most 
any price to secure the right of private development for 
themselves. Every President since Woodrow Wilson has 
advocated this development and yet the utility interests have 
been powerful enough to prevent it. 

Now, this picture is this. Competent lawyers believe that 
the President has authority to go ahead with this develop- 
ment under the Lease-Lend bill, though he may have to go 
to Congress for the money. 

America has become involved in the affairs of all nations 
to an extent which may result in our needing every resource 
which we possess to be used in a national defense or war 
program that may last over many, many years. 

It is not safe to assume that this war will be over in two 
years time. ‘Therefore, we must plan for a long time 
struggle. 

If you will look at a map showing the location of the 
great national defense plants recently authorized, you will 


see that the Great Lakes Basin is thickly studded with them. 
There is barely enough electric power to supply those already 
in operation there. More will be needed. The St. Lawrence 
can furnish it. If you will assume, and it need not be a 
wide assumption, that the shipyards of the Great Lakes will 
be called upon to construct ships that cannot reach the sea 
unless the Seaway is constructed, then you will realize that 
public opinion now in opposition will change to a demand 
that this St. Lawrence development be put through with all 
speed. 

I give you this as an illustration. It is only one. In fact, 
the President has laid before Congress a six year plan for 
natural resources developments. Other countries have had 
five year plans, ten year plans. Ours, just to be different, 
is a six year plan. 

The desire of the President for Federal ownership or con- 
trol of all natural resources, which has been so apparent 
during his years of office, seems to be well on the way toward 
fulfillment as a result of the emergency powers granted him 
last March under the Lend-Lease bill. 

He will retain these emergency powers so long as he 
remains in office, for by July 1, 1943, when his statutory 
authority expires, these emergency powers will have become 
so geared into our political machinery that to remove them 
might mean the wrecking of the machine. 

What else may we next expect in government? 

We are not making many real friends among the nations 
of the earth. We are making only lukewarm allies of some 
nations that might be our friends. The time is not far 
distant when we are going to need friends. We are attempt- 
ing to secure the friendship of many nations by the liberal 
use of cash. Or we are doing our part to starve the small 
nations of Europe who have been accustomed to look upon 
America as their friend and benefactor. We will be fortunate 
if we emerge from this entanglement with a single do or die 
friend among the nations of the globe. 

As a result of this unfortunate. international situation, 
America will from necessity become a great military nation 
—perhaps the greatest the world has ever known. 

We are not going to send our boys back home at the end 
of a year’s training. We are not going to stop until we have 
created an army of several million men, which will never be 
demobilized while the present Administration is in power. 

Of course, we face danger. But being a military nation— 
feared and hated by the rest of the world is not an enviable 
position. It does not bode well for either international or 
internal welfare. 

It carries with it a possibility of fascism. While I don’t 
believe you or I will see America a fascist nation, yet fascism 
is undoubtedly a greater menace to our government than is 
communism or any other ism. 

Big business today has become a bed fellow of big govern- 
ment. Big business, big government, big armies, working 
together have made more than one European nation what it 
is today. But if big business has any idea that it is going to 
take over the controls of the present administration in Amer- 
ica, it will be disillusioned. 

I think that big business and the present administration 
are enjoying a truce and not a treaty. 

Let us watch out that America does not become a military 
nation in the sense that other countries have become military 
nations. Neither military or political might must ever again 
be used to suppress the rights of those groups that have made 
our nation great. 

Labor in America is highly organized, and all efforts be- 
ing made to deprive labor of this fundamental right must be 
defeated. Friendly relations between labor and employer 
cannot be enforced through legislation. Agriculture is less 
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well organized but nevertheless is a powerful factor. Or- 
ganization of groups does not fit in with totalitarian control 
of government, even during emergencies. 

Agriculture has incurred the hostility of some of the 
highest officials of government. An order has just been is- 
sued that no employee of the Department of Agriculture 
shall engage in any activity tending to recruit the member- 
ship of a farm organization or hold office in any farm or- 
ganization unless that group is Federally authorized. Even 
the Grange, which is largely a social farm order comes under 
this ban. 

Farm organizations must not be strong, if government 
is to control agriculture. 

A well organized program to restrict or destroy the bene- 
fits of labor organization seems to be well under way. 

The innumerable injustices committed in the application 
of the Wage and Hour Law and other legislation of recent 
years give enemies of labor a potent weapon with which to 
work. Labor itself is not entirely blameless. 

Is the picture I am painting too pessimistic? Am I draw- 
ing too close a parallel between what is happening in 
America and what has happened to other nations? 


I don’t want to leave you thinking that I believe America 
is on the road to total ruin. We face no danger that can- 
not be overcome. What those who believe in totalitarian 
government attempt and what they permanently accomplish 
are different matters. 

We have dark days ahead. Some of the darkest pages of 
American history are being written today. But on the farms 
of America, in the homes of America, in the industries of 
America are over one hundred million people who love 
their country, who love liberty, who are retaining their 
reason during these hysterical times. 

Two years from now these people will send their repre- 
sentatives to Congress. Four years from now they will be 
in control of their government. The New Deal as now 
constituted will have had its little day. It will have been 
the instrument for performing much good, which good will 
live on, properly applied, after its evils have been erased. 

It’s no time now to lose courage, to consider disaster as 
wholly inevitable. We will start in again on the long uphill 
task of building internal security for America. We will 
again concentrate on producing wealth—not destroying it. 
We will strive to establish national integrity in the world 
and make friends once more among the nations. 


Bureaucratic Confusion at Washington 


FIGHTING FOR DEMOCRACY ABROAD WHILE IT WILTS AT HOME 


By ROBERT A. TAFT, U. S. Senator from Ohio 
Broadcast made May 2, 1941 


WISH to discuss this week the confusion which exists 

among the various defense bureaus in Washington, and 

the effort to use the defense crisis as a basis for usurp- 
ing powers Congress has never been willing to give by law, 
to regulate everything and everybody. 

Regardless of differences on the lend-lease bill, on con- 
voys, and on the question of America’s intervention in the 
war, the American people are definitely agreed on one policy 
—that is the policy of increasing our production of air- 
planes, ships, guns, tanks, and other military and naval 
equipment. Our production must be increased as fast as 
possible, both for the purpose of furnishing aid to Britain, 
and for making impregnable the defense of the United States. 
My own opinion is that this is the only way in which we 
can give effective aid to Britain. But is doesn’t do any good 
just to pass laws, or appropriate money, or talk about aid 
to Britain in the newspapers. 

It is most unfortunate that practically nothing was done 
to increase our productive capacity during the first nine 
months of the war. Congress authorized 6,000 Army air- 
planes before war began, in April, 1939, but very few orders 
for these planes had been given a year later. The British 
themselves underestimated the seriousness of the war, and 
failed to place the orders in this country which might have 
led to the increase of our manufacturing capacity. It is 
tragic that the neglect of 1939 should have prevented our 
aid becoming substantially effective until 1942. 

After the break-through in France, the President set up 
a Council of National Defense, but it was made up of seven 
men, without a chairman, without legal powers, each one 
reporting directly to the President, who simply did not have 
the time to coordinate their work. Finally, after the elec- 
tion of 1940, the President admitted the inefficiency of this 
arrangement by establishing the Office of Production Man- 
agement. But even then he divided the control between Mr. 
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Knudsen and Mr. Hillman, and limited the powers which 
they could exercise. Ever since, their power has been steadily 
cut down, and other independent bureaus created, like the 
Labor Mediation Board, the Defense Housing Coordinator, 
and the Price Stabilizer. 

And now the President has announced that the whole 
lease-lend program will be administered by Mr. Harry Hop- 
kins, entirely independent of Knudsen-Hillman. When the 
lease-lend bill was debated, its proponents claimed that it 
would permit the coordination of American and British 
purchases in a single buying agency. Instead of that, the 
President has simply created a new agency, and British buy- 
ing is far more complicated than it was when done directly 
by the British Purchasing Commission. 

Harry Hopkins’ administration of the W.P.A. could 
hardly be called a success except perhaps from a political 
viewpoint, and the same is true of his efforts as Secretary of 
Commerce. I say that any administration which takes away 
the administration of the seven-billion-dollar lend-lease pro- 
gram from Knudsen and gives it to Harry Hopkins brands 
itself as completely incompetent and inefficient. 

Another example of diffused power which results in in- 
competent administration is shown by the present labor 
setup. The government’s labor powers are divided among 
many bureaus. There is the Department of Labor, with its 
Division of Conciliation. There is the National Labor Re- 
lations Board. There is Mr. Sidney Hillman, supposed to 
run labor from the Office of Production Management, and 
there is the National Defense Mediation Board just created 
by the President, entirely independent of Mr. Hillman and 
of the Department of Labor. How can labor or anyone else 
know when the government speaks? How can anyone tell 
what the labor policy of the government is? The National 
Labor Relations Board in the past has encouraged strikes. 
Is that still its policy? What’s the use of more legislation 
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it every government bureau operates completely at cross- 
purposes with every other bureau? 

The defense organization has followed the history of all 
New Deal organization. One Bureau has been created in- 
dependent of all other bureaus and deriving its power 
directly from the President. Only the President can co- 
ordinate their policies, and he has neither the time, inclina- 
tion, nor ability to do so. Whether from nature or design, 
the President has always tried to retain in his own hands 
all the powers of the Executive, and has refused to delegate 
to anyone any comprehensive authority. Of course this is 
thoroughly approved by the New Dealers, who are always 
able to slip in the back door and block any policy they do 
not like when it comes back to the President for approval. 

But surely the time has come to forget prejudice, and look 
only for efficiency in the production of arms. In my opinion, 
there should be a War Resources Administration with a 
single head, as recommended for years in the official Mobili- 
zation Plan, and the various labor bureaus should be con- 
centrated under one man who can speak authoritatively the 
voice of the President and of the government. There is no 
real doubt about the tremendous productive capacity of the 
United States, or its ability to stand against the world, but 
that capacity must be organized in the most efficient pos- 
sible way. 

But there is another side to the defense effort. I spoke 
two weeks ago of the dangers of inflation. The defense pro- 
yram will result in the government spending about twenty- 
tour billion dollars in the twelve months beginning July 
first. Even with the tremendous increase in taxes, the gov- 
ernment will have to borrow more than ten billion dollars. 
The spending of that money will pyramid the demand for 
goods of all kinds, and bring about an inflationary boom. The 
great demand for goods will tend to raise prices, and to 
cause the construction of non-defense plants with the de- 
mand which such construction causes for steel and building 
materials and machinery. And, above all, since this whole 
boom is based on government borrowing and defense activity, 
which cannot possibly continue, it is likely to bring about a 
serious depression after the war. 

In order to prevent inflation and depression, I believe it 
is vitally necessary that we adopt some official economic 
policy, and give some board or bureau authority to speak for 
the government. Since it is not directly related to defense, 
probably the power should be given to some agency other 
than the proposed War Resources Administration. But cer- 
tainly those powers must be carefully defined by statute and 
carefully limited. The fixing of prices is bound to lead to the 
fixing of profits, of practices, and of all the details of every 
business transaction in the United States. Ultimately it must 
lead to the fixing of wages. I have always been strenuously 
opposed to price fixing in time of peace, because I believe 
that it means the socialization of industry. But I believe 
some such powers are justified by the tremendous defense 
program, and the tremendous amount of money the govern- 
ment must borrow. In my opinion, powers to fix prices 
should only relate to basic commodities and to those closely 
related to defense. There should be a board to determine 
finally the prices to be fixed, and this dangerous and arbi- 
trary power should not be left to the discretion of one man. 
Such a board also should determine whether it is better to 
restrict civilian non-defense consumption or permit the ex- 
pansion of existing facilities. 

In this field, as in the defense field, there is a complete 
confusion among government bureaus. The Federal Re- 
serve Board has large powers to control inflation. The 
Treasury has many of the same powers and others. We 


have the Department of Agriculture, determining prices and 
economic policies for farm products. We have the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, regulating prices by the making 
of loans. The Department of Justice is controlling prices by 
eliminating monopoly and prosecuting conspirators in re- 
straint of trade under the Sherman Act and the Clayton Act. 
As far as I can discover, none of these departments consult 
any other, and their policies are frequently conflicting. 

Now the President has suddenly created a new office, that 
of Price Administration and Civilian Supply, and appointed 
as Administrator, Mr. Leon Henderson. Like the Office 
of Production Management, the Office of the Defense Hous- 
ing Coordinator, and the Mediation Board, this Office of 
Price Administration is created as part of the Executive 
Office of the President. It has never been authorized by 
Congress. A new theory has been developed under which a 
whole series of new bureaus are being created by executive 
order. We see a new bureaucracy, completely under the 
President’s direction, super-imposed on the complicated 
bureaucratic setup already created by Congress. It is a sub- 
stantial step towards that government by executive order 
which now exists in Germany and Italy. 

In the order establishing the Office of Price Administra- 
tion, the President goes even further and authorizes price 
fixing, for which there is no statutory justification whatever. 
This order authorizes the Administrator to “determine and 
publish, after proper investigation, such maximum prices, 
commissions, margins, fees, charges or other elements of cost 
or price of materials or commodities, as the Administrator 
may from time to time deem fair and reasonable.” If the 
President can create an office, appoint one of his henchmen 
without confirmation by the Senate, and authorize him to fix 
prices without statutory authority, there is absolutely no 
limit to executive power in the United States. There is no 
legal penalty prescribed for a violation of prices, but in one 
of his orders, Mr. Henderson says that in the event of re- 
fusal or failure to abide by his price limitations he will see 
that “Congress, the various federal, state and local agencies 
and committees, including defense organizations, and the 
public are fully informed of the instances of such profiteering 
or non-cooperation; and that the powers of the government 
are fully asserted in order to protect the public interest in 
the maintenance of fair prices.”” In other words, Mr. Hen- 
derson is going to conduct a smear campaign against anybody 
who disobeys the orders which he has no right to issue. In 
other places he suggests that he will confiscate the plants or 
the materials themselves, if anyone disobeys his illegal orders. 
Of course price fixing based on this kind of lack of power 
is more than likely to fail. It cannot be enforced in the 
courts, and violations will become more frequent until the 
whole structure collapses. But more than that, the whole 
process is merely government by blackmail. 

If Mr. Henderson can do what he is proposing to do in 
time of peace, then he can go on doing it after the war is 
over. Undoubtedly the President will declare another emer- 
gency then to prevent another depression, and if we acquiesce 
in the present ursurpation of authority, we will have fast- 
ened on us an economic control by the government, regu- 
lating every business transaction and the life of every Amer- 
ican citizen. In my opinion, the method by which the 
President is undertaking to fix prices is the most outrageous 
power grab which this country has ever seen. 

Now Mr. Henderson has gone one step further. He has 
announced that he will use the power to fix prices, which he 
is usurping, to force industries to spend millions on new 
plants because Mr. Henderson thinks, contrary to many 
other members of the government, that such plants are neces- 
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sary to meet an enlarged non-defense demand. The power to 
fix prices is to be enforced by other confiscatory powers not 
intended for that purpose, and then, by a kind of secondary 
blackmail, American citizens are to be forced into invest- 
ments many of which can only involve serious financial loss. 

Both to secure efficient coordination and reasonable demo- 
cratic processes, Congress should immediately enact a statute 
defining what powers over prices and production the govern- 
ment must have during the present emergency, limiting the 
time during which those powers can be exercised, providing 
for an appeal to a board or a court which will not be guided 
by the whim of an economic theorist, and limiting the powers 
to those which are definitely required to prevent inflation 
and subsequent depression. 

We are aiding England in order to preserve democracy 
throughout the world. It is indeed a poor method of at- 
taining that objective to abandon democracy at home. The 
New Dealers seem to think that because the President was 
elected by a majority of the people, anything that he chooses 
to do is therefore democracy. But they forget that democracy 
is merely a means to an end, and that end is individual 
liberty. American democracy does not just mean a plebiscite 


every four years. It is a way of life, guaranteeing individual 
freedom under the Bill of Rights, guaranteeing local self- 
government through the independence of the states, and 
guaranteeing permanent freedom by a clear restriction on the 
powers of the Executive and a division of the powers of the 
federal government between the Executive, Congress and the 
courts. History has shown repeatedly that if all the powers 
of the state are gradually concentrated in the Executive, they 
are never returned to the people. 

The very seriousness of the emergency is all the more 
reason why we should adhere as closely as possible to the 
principles of our American Constitution. It is true that in 
time of war the powers of the Executive have always been 
enlarged through the necessity of the case, but there is ab- 
solutely no necessity today for the granting of arbitrary 
powers outside of the actual defense program. Congress 
today has almost no business before it, for the very simple 
reason that the President is attempting to govern the country 
by executive decree. It is essential that Congress assert its 
right to legislate on all questions relating to the organization 
of the government and the powers which the Executive may 
exercise. 


Capital and Labor 


THERE SHOULD BE A MORATORIUM ON INDUSTRIAL STRIFE 


By A. W. HAWKES, President, Chamber of Commerce of the United States 


Delivered before the Chamber of Commerce of Montclair, N. J., and the Chamber of Commerce and 
Civics of the Oranges and Maplewood, N. J., May 12, 1941 


O one can ruin this country or ruin capital and 
N labor—excepting capital and labor themselves, 
through their own acts. There is plenty of room 
within our economic system and our Constitution of the 
United States to bring about a balance that wil! preserve not 
only the private enterprise system but our American way of 
life on a sound basis. Intelligent, tolerant, understanding, 
voluntary cooperation will solve all of these problems and 
leave plenty for capital, as a fair return on its investment and 
a decent and fair wage for labor. Good wages coupled with 
participation in the fruits of cooperative effort will cause 
labor to know it has an interest in the welfare of the business 
in which it works. We are all human and when we have an 
interest in the outcome of a business we are in favor of 
everything that benefits it, and opposed to all things that 
injure it. 

Here we are tonight—a representative group of American 
citizens, sitting here in New Jersey as free men and women 
—free to say almost anything we think, so long as it be not 
slander or obvious treason. Who are we? Well, we are 
capital, management and labor, public officials, educators, 
agriculturists, housewives and some who have reached the 
retirement age. We all know that representative democracy 
owes labor a deep obligation—and let us not forget that 
labor, in return, owes representative democracy a tremendous 
duty in service and obedience to the law. Representative 
democracy owes capital a deep obligation, and let us not 
forget that capital, in return, owes representative democracy 
a duty to be law-abiding and a good custodian of funds. 

I remember a story my mother told me when I was a very 
small boy and she was trying to make me into an industrious 
youth. She told me of a man who refused to work and 
allowed the community to take care of him for a number of 
years. The community finally tired of his not making his 
fair contribution in work and decided he would either have 


to go to work as the rest of them were doing, or starve. He 
decided he would rather not work, and so a committee in the 
community decided to have him taken out and buried. They 
got a box, an old wagon and a horse and hired a man to drive 
him out to the cemetery. On the way along the road the 
driver of the wagon met a kind-hearted old farmer who called 
out and said, “Hank, what you got in the box in your 
wagon?” And Hank explained to him they were taking this 
lazy fellow out to the cemetery to bury him because the com- 
munity had gotten tired of supporting him. The old farmer 
said, ““That seems a great pity. Why can’t we give the fellow 
another chance? I’ll tell you what I’ll do, Hank. I’ve got 
100 bushels of corn in an old crib out on my farm and I 
will give it to him and that may start him on a new career.” 
Whereupon the fellow raised up out of the box and looked 
at the farmer and said, “Is the corn shelled?” The farmer 
replied, “No, it’s on the cob.” Then the lazy fellow turned 
to the driver and said, “Drive on driver.” 

Certainly this is no time for any of us to ask “Is the corn 
shelled ?”—but rather should we all be asking, “Can we 
help shell the corn?” 

I like to think of this whole situation in the simplest terms, 
so I ask myself—if we were all cast up here on an island, 
without any of the things we have, what price in effort and 
work and sacrifice would we pay to get established as a free, 
prosperous people, such as we now are? QOur forefathers 
were confronted with such a situation, and we know the 
price they paid. Even under the worst possible outcome of 
the situation now confronting us we will not be called upon 
to pay a greater price than they paid. It would do us all 
good to re-read the story of the little band that arrived in 
this country in 1620, on the Mayflower. We would do well 
to re-read the story of their experiences and the vicissitudes, 
hardships and sacrifices they went through in order to es- 
tablish themselves and make certain accomplishments. We 
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should read the Mayflower Compact, which contained many 
thoughts later incorporated in the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence. They went through all this for the purpose of bring- 
ing about just what we now have. I was never more certain 
of anything than I am that if we found ourselves on the 
shore of a new country as our forefathers did, we would pro- 
ceed to delegate the work among the group. We would 
band together to protect one another against intruders. We 
would find out who could best do each thing desired and 
required by us individually and as a group. Before many 
days or weeks had passed we would find ourselves cooperat- 
ing, because of necessity and because it pays to cooperate. 

We must not comfort ourselves with the thought that our 
great size and strength and natural resources protect us from 
disaster if we fail long enough to follow and adhere to the 
necessary fundamentals. The past fifty years have demon- 
strated that the bigger the nation, the harder it falls when 
its vital principles are eaten out by disease. 

If the people of this great country right now fail to prove 
that a free people can do everything as well as the people 
working under a dictatorship can do them, and then some 
things better—we will have no one to blame but ourselves— 
capital and labor. Such a failure can result only because of 
an unwillingness to cooperate. Neither capital nor labor 
has a right to expect its own way all along the line, and both 
must work patiently and tolerantly for the necessary ad- 
justments that are sound and durable within our economic 
structure. 

In these days, when the misunderstandings between capital 
and labor are responsible for a very substantial part of the 
troubles of the world, it seems to me there can be no excuse 
for representatives of either party refusing to sit down with 
the other in a spirit of tolerance and to listen to the view- 
points of the other and the reasons why the party holding 
such a viewpoint believes it to be correct. 

Every day of my life 1 use in my thoughts the statement 
made by William Makepeace Thackeray, when he said—“It 
all depends upon the viewpoint. As one turns the perspective 
vlass a giant appears a pigmy, and a pigmy appears a giant.” 
Recently I have been thinking how often an understanding 
of this statement has led to peace and harmony in my own 
affairs at a time when a battle might easily have been precip- 
itated. Then I have recalled the author’s middle name— 
“Makepeace’—and I have wondered if that name didn’t 
have something to do with the promulgation of the thought. 
| advocate its use by every person within hearing of my 
voice, and you will find it helps tremendously in this art 
of not only having your own viewpoint and getting the 
other fellow’s viewpoint, but of finding the right viewpoint. 

In connection with our efforts to see clearly and act in 
harmony and through voluntary cooperation, I also urge 
upon you to remember the statement made by Sophocles, 440 
B.C.—‘We must see life steadily and see it whole.” This 
means to me that we must see not only our own selfish in- 
terests, but the rights and interests of others and find a way 
to mesh them in so that the gears do not grate. 

Referring to the resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States, adopted May 1, 1941, asking that all 
capital and labor agree to a moratorium on industrial strife 
in every industry and operation vital to our national de- 
fense, | urge upon all of the member Chambers of Com- 
merce, trade and industrial associations, and all of the 
corporate and individual memberships of the National Cham- 
ber—a plan which will involve action on their part as 
follows: 

1. To call together immediately a sufficient number of 
those in the management of industry in each locality of 

the United States and from such a group of men form a 


committee to prepare themselves for discussion of this 
moratorium plan with the labor leaders and the workers 
in each community. 


2. We shall urge upon all of our members the secur- 
ing of cooperation, not only from the national labor leaders 
but from the local labor leaders in each community, to 
appoint the necessary labor committee to confer with the 
committee from management. 

3. We shall endeavor to create a cooperative spirit on 
the part of the public to set its stamp of approval upon 
the action of these two bodies from management and labor, 
so formed in the interest of establishing and making ef- 
fective this moratorium. 

4. Under this moratorium plan, ways and means will 
be devised for the settling of all problems regarding 
wages, working hours and conditions, jurisdictional dis- 
putes and other disputes that might otherwise lead to 
strikes or shutdowns during this national defense 
emergency. 


As to jurisdictional strikes, which are differences between 
labor organizations themselves, I happen to know that many 
prominent labor leaders feel that strikes of this kind should 
not be permitted to stop production during this national 
defense effort. They recognize that the problem is a difficult 
one; but nevertheless, they are concentrating on this ques- 
tion at the moment and hope to find a way by which such 
jurisdictional disputes will be decided without strike and 
without interference to production. I commend them for 
their efforts in this connection because the public feels 
definitely that the defense production is more important in 
this crucial hour than any jurisdictional dispute could pos- 
sibly be. 

Certainly capital and management are not justified in de- 
laying production through any shutdown or lockout in plants 
vital to our national defense program. So long as capital 
is assured of protection to its property, it should proceed 
with labor and let the difficult problems that cannot be 
settled directly between it and its workers, go to mediation 
in the interests of the public. Here again both labor and 
capital will find that public opinion is the “court of last 
resort” and no organization of labor or capital is big enough 
to ignore public opinion in this country. 

The Chamber of Commerce of the United States is right 
now in the most favorable position to render a great service 
to the nation. The Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, founded at the request of the United States Gov- 
ernment, has its root imbedded in every important community 
of the United States through the approximately 1700 mem- 
ber organizations of Chambers of Commerce, industrial and 
trade associations, located strategically throughout the 
country. In addition to this, it has the support of many 
thousands of individual companies who directly hold mem- 
bership in it. It would take years to build an organization 
with such power for service as the Chamber of Commerce 
now has already to go. 

I contend that cooperation cannot be legislated. It must 
come from the voluntary action of the parties. Notwith- 
standing the statement made by some that the losses in 
national defense production through strikes and labor dis- 
putes are not of serious proportions, I claim that the loss 
of one hour in national defense production, because of one 
strike or lockout, is too great a loss and is a reflection upon 
the party or parties causing it. 

No strike or lockout in any business organization feeding 
the national defense program, can possibly be justified dur- 
ing our complete preparation. None in the ranks of man- 
agement or labor should make an un-American demand upon 
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any one. All questions of wages, hours and working con- 
ditions, jurisdictional disputes or elections to determine bar- 
gaining agencies—are minor matters in comparison with the 
perparation for national defense, for which the hour is 
already late. 

I have talked with many industrialists and a number of 
labor leaders with reference to this subject of a moratorium 
during the national defense preparation period. Up to date 
many have expressed themselves as believing it is the one 
solution to the desire of the people of the nation not to have 
interruptions in national defense production. The next few 
weeks will demonstrate whether a free people can voluntarily 
agree to have a moratorium under which they can work in 
peace and harmony while in preparation for war which is 
just outside the door of the nation, jeopardizing our entire 
future. 

In this dark hour for humanity throughout the world, no 
one has the right to place profit or individual advancement 
ahead of, or even on the same level as, service to our country 
and our people. 

Why should we wait for war, with its death-dealing ap- 
paratus, to make its visitation upon us before we voluntarily 
do those things necessary to bring about this cooperation? 
We will all admit that within a week after we have carried 
away and buried our first dead and taken care of our 
wounded, every good American would find himself imme- 
diately in a concerted action to speed up production—and 
they would all waive minor differences and details and 
work to the limit of their ability for the cause which in- 
volves their lives, liberties, and property, and the future 
welfare of their families. 

Let us not find ourselves at some future time, filled with 
remorse and deep regret, because of our deficiencies and in- 
action now, but rather as free people, victorious through 
efficiency and alterness based on voluntary cooperation. 

Production—production and then more production, be- 
ginning right now, is the answer. 

I consider labor and capital as a new kind of soldier in 
our modern twentieth century mechanized war. We still 
have in this country the spirit of Nathan Hale and Ethan 
Allen—but we must soon find a Paul Revere to come forth 
and awaken the American people to the great danger that 
confronts them and may be upon them at any moment. The 
people must awaken to the absolute necessity of doing every- 
thing to speed up our program for national defense without 
the loss of a single man-hour. Labor is patriotic—and so is 
capital—but they should both be aroused to the sense of 
danger confronting them and the American people. 

Labor wants a square deal—and is entitled to it, with just 
compensation and our respect. Capital wants a square deal, 
and is entitled to it and our respect for using money for 
service to the country that gave to capital its opportunity. 
Government wants a square deal and support from the peo- 
ple, and is entitled to it. Let’s give this support to our 
government, regardless of the differences of opinion of the 
past or as to the methods of procedure in the present. Let 
none of these groups ask for more than a square deal— 
square in the light of the actual emergencies. 

And, let the people, who are yet supreme in our repre- 
sentative democracy, insist upon getting a square deal from 
all of these factors and groups. Let us remember that square 
shooting requires no target practice. 

Equity must flow two ways. If must flow from, as well 
as to, those who seek protection and those who seek justice 
for themselves—whether it be capital, labor or government 
authorities. 

The Golden Rule is not, and never will be, out of date 
among a free people which owes its allegiance to God 


Almighty. ‘““Whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, 
do ye even so to them.” This is the foundation upon which 
equity rests. If this war is to be just pagan fighting pagan, 
and a free people prove they must have a dictatorship to keep 
their place in the world—then what's the use of having the 
war? No, I am certain that we, as a free people, can do 
anything required of us in any emergency. We can do it 
as patriotic citizens by the voluntary, cooperative method, 
with equity and justice for all, because that method spells 
representative democracy. The “give them Hell” attitude 
from either side will pay no dividends in a representative 
democracy. 

Representative democracy can breed and raise only mon- 
grel “pups”, even though they be born of the mother of 
freedom, if sired by a father tinctured with dictatorship. We 
cannot survive for long half free and half controlled, with 
the control ever increasing and the expenditures required for 
such control leading to taxes and ever-increasing taxes, with 
little probability of an early balance between such taxes and 
income. 

If we are doing a job that demands the best there is in 
men—-then let our best men step forward and do the job on 
time, before it is too late. Certainly time is the most vital 
thing in this present situation and it is of the essence of 
everything required for success. Government must try to 
keep the full confidence and support of its people, and both 
labor and capital will make greater progress in public opinion 
if they can prove that neither wants more than a square deal 
and each is willing to do those things necessary to recreate 
full confidence in one another and a definite and wholesome 
respect for the contribution of each to the cause of all. 

Labor, management and capital must live and perform up 
to the standard of the label they bear—free men. We must 
prove that freedom does produce better men and women and 
a more effective nation than can be produced by any other 
process or system. We can all be dollar-a-year soldiers, out- 
side of the sphere of earning our living, if we choose to do 
our full duty. We can each conduct ourselves as good 
Americans, regardless of what someone around us may be 
doing. The first requirement of a great and successful 
America is found in good individual citizenship. Good ex- 
ample, clearly within the power of each of us, creates more 
good Americans who readily follow suit. Let us check and 
analyze ourselves and determine right now to make certain 
we are being good Americans in the full sense of the word. 

Let us learn to be tolerant and understanding of all fac- 
tors in our American life. You will be surprised how you 
can learn to live together and like one another, if you get 
into a situation such as the English and other peoples now 
find themselves. They find themselves in this situation partly 
because they failed to act together and in unison at the right 
time. Let us all be tolerant, understanding and cooperative 
right now and thus avoid being forced to like one another 
—forced to work together—and “forced” to try to be suc- 
cessful, free people. It can’t be done by force or legislation. 

Under the present great emergency facing this nation, we 
should put aside politics and all petty differences. All who 
believe in the United States of America and want its way 
of life continued should not only stand as one party, but as 
one party indivisible in action and purpose for victory and 
preservation. I am a believer in the necessity of a strong 
two-party system under any constitutional form of govern- 
ment, and particularly under ours. But now we have in 
the world two theories of government that are diametrically 
opposed to each other—first, representative democracy, under 
which the people believe in God and the freedom of man; 
and second, dictatorship, under which the people are com- 
pelled to scoff at God and His ministers and which makes 
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man a serf or slave to do the bidding of the dictator. Here’s 
your world two-party system—but in this case different from 
the two-party system under constitutional government. One 
is in favor of the elevation of man in his individual capacity 
—and the other ignores the rights of man and is working to 
destroy his freedoms produced through centuries of con- 
flict, toil and sacrifice. 

We, united as one people, are opposed to those who would 
tear down the church and destroy the rights and privileges 


of men. I personally choose allegiance to the group that 
stands for the freedom of man and the upholding of the will 
of God on Earth. I intend always to support this form of 
government loyally, with all I have to give in money, time 
and work. My deepest interest today is the preservation of 
this precious heritage and our American way of life of a 
basis fair to all. 

Unless I am mistaken, these are the convictions of each 
of you and all other good Americans. 


A State of Emergency Exists 


BRITAIN MUST RECEIVE ARMS 
By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 
Delivered over a chain of radio stations from the White House, May 27, 1941 


This speech was delivered as the issue was going to press and it was not 
practicable to place it in first position to which it is entitled—Tue Epiror. 


Y fellow-Americans of all the Americas, my 

friends: I am speaking tonight from the White 

House in the presence of the governing board of 
the Pan American Union, the Canadian Minister and their 
families. The members of this board are the Ambassadors 
and Ministers of the American republics in Washington. 
It is appropriate that I do this. For now, as never before, the 
unity of the American republics is of supreme importance 
to each and every one of us and to the cause of freedom 
throughout the world. Our future independence is bound 
up with the future independence of all of our sister republics. 

The pressing problems that confront us are military and 
naval problems. We cannot afford to approach them from 
the point of view of wishful thinkers or sentimentalists. 
What we face is cold, hard fact. 

The first and fundamental fact is that what started as a 
European war has developed, as the Nazis always intended 
it should develop, into a war for world domination. 

Adolf Hitler never considered the domination of Europe 
as an end in itself. European conquest was but a step toward 
ultimate goals in all the other continents. It is unmistakably 
apparent to all of us that unless the advance of Hitlerism is 
forcibly checked now, the Western Hemisphere will be 
within range of the Nazi weapons of destruction. 


MEASURES FOR OurR DEFENSE 


For our own defense we have accordingly undertaken 
certain obvious, necessary measures: 

First, we have joined in concluding a series of agreements 
with all the other American republics. This further solidified 
our hemisphere against the common danger. 

And then, a year ago, we launched, and are successfully 
carrying out, the largest armament production program we 
have ever undertaken. 

We have added substantially to our splendid Navy, and 
we have mustered our man power to build up a new Army 
which is already worthy of the highest traditions of our 
military service. 

We instituted a policy of aid for the democracies—the 
nations which have fought for the continuation of human 
liberties. 

This policy had its origin in the first month of the war, 
when I urged upon the Congress repeal of the arms embargo 
provisions in the old Neutrality Law. In that message of 
September, 1939, I said, “I should like to be able to offer 
the hope that the shadow over the world might swiftly pass. 
I cannot. The facts compel my stating, with candor, that 
darker periods may lie ahead.” 


In the subsequent months, the shadows did deepen and 
lengthen. And the night spread over Poland, Denmark, 
Norway, Holland, Belgium, Luxembourg and France. 

In June, 1940, Britain stood alone, faced by the same 
machine of terror which had overwhelmed her Allies. Our 
government rushed arms to meet her desperate needs. 

In September, 1940, an agreement was completed with 
Great Britain for the trade of fifty destroyers for eight im- 
portant offshore bases. 

And in March, 1941, this year, the Congress passed the 
lend-lease bill and an appropriation of $7,000,000,000 to 
implement it. This law realistically provided for material 
aid “for the government of any country whose defense the 
President deems vital to the defense of the United States.” 


CONCERN FOR Own SECURITY 


Our whole program of aid for the democracies has been 
based on hard-headed concern for our own security and for 
the kind of safe and civilized world in which we wish to 
live. Every dollar of material that we send helps to keep 
the dictators away from our own hemisphere. And every 
day that they are held off gives us time to build more guns 
and tanks and planes and ships. 

- We have made no pretense about our own self-interest in 
this aid. Great Britain understands it—and so does Nazi 
Germany. And now—after a year—Britain still fights gal- 
lantly, on a “far-flung battle line.” We have doubled and 
redoubled our vast production, increasing, month by month, 
our material supply of the tools of war for ourselves and 
Britain and China—and eventually for all the Democracies. 

The supply of these tools will not fail—it will increase. 

With greatly augmented strength, the United States and 
the other American republics now chart their course in the 
situation of today. 

Your government knows what terms Hitler, if victorious, 
would impose. They are, indeed, the only terms on which he 
would accept a so-called “negotiated” peace. 

And under those terms Germany would literally parcel 
out the world—hoisting the swastika itself over vast ter- 
ritories and populations, and setting up puppet governments 
of its own choosing, wholly subject to the will and the 
policy of a conqueror. 

To the people of the Americas, a triumphant Hitler would 
say, as he said after the seizure of Austria, and after Munich, 
and after the seizure of Czecho-Slovakia: “I am now com- 
pletely satisfied. This is the last territorial readjustment I 
will seek.”” And he would of course add: “All we want is 
peace, friendship, and profitable trade relations with you in 
the new world.” 
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Pictures Nazi CoNQuUEST PLAN 


Were any of us in the Americas so incredibly: simple and 
forgetful as to accept those honeyed words, what would 
then happen? 

Those in the New World who were seeking profits would 
be urging that all that the dictatorships desired was “peace.” 
They would oppose toil and taxes for more American 
armament. Meanwhile, the dictatorships would be forcing 
the enslaved peoples of their Old World conquests into a 
system they are even now organizing—to build a naval and 
air force intended to gain and hold and be master of the 
Atlantic and the Pacific as well. 

They would fasten an economic strangle-hold upon our 
several nations. Quislings would be found to subvert the 
governments in our republics; and the Nazis would back 
their fifth columns with invasion, if necessary. 

Now, I am not speculating about all this. I merely repeat 
what is already in the Nazi book of world conquest. They 
plan to treat the Latin-American nations as they are now 
treating the Balkans. They plan then to strangle the United 
States of America and the Dominion of Canada. 

The American laborer would have to compete with slave 
labor in the rest of the world. Minimum wages, maximum 
hours? Nonsense! Wages and hours fixed by Hitler. The 
dignity and power and standard of living of the American 
worker and farmer would be gone. Trade unions would be- 
come historic relics and collective bargaining a joke. 

Farm income? What happens to all farm surpluses with- 
out any foreign trade? The American farmer would get 
for his products exactly what Hitler wanted to give. And 
the farmer would face obvious disaster and complete regi- 
mentation. 

Tariff walls—Chinese walls of isolation—would be futile. 
Freedom to trade is essential to our economic life. We do 
not eat all the food we produce; we do not burn all the oil 
we can pump; we do not use all the goods we can manu- 
facture. It would not be an American wall to keep Nazi 
goods out; it would be a Nazi wall to keep us in. 


CripPLED INDEPENDENCE 


The whole fabric of working life as we know it—business, 
manufacturing, mining, agriculture—all would be mangled 
and crippled under such a system. Yet to maintain even that 
crippled independence would require permanent conscription 
of our man power, it would curtail the funds we could spend 
on education, on housing, on public works, on flood control, 
on health. Instead, we should be permanently pouring our 
resources into armaments, and year in and year out, standing 
day and night watch against the destruction of our cities. 

Yes, even our right of worship would be threatened. The 
Nazi world does not recognize any God except Hitler; for 
the Nazis are as ruthless as the Communists in the denial 
of God. What place has religion which preaches the dignity 
of the human being, of the majesty of the human soul, in 
a world where moral standards are measured by treachery 
and bribery and fifth columnists? Will our children, too, 
wander off, goose-stepping in search of new gods? 

We do not accept, and will not permit, this Nazi “shape of 
things to come.” It will never be forced upon us, if we act 
in this present crisis with the wisdom and the courage which 
have distinguished our country in all the crises of the past. 

Today the Nazis have taken military possession of the 
greater part of Europe. In Africa they have occupied Tripoli 
and Libya, and they are threatening Egypt, the Suez Canal, 
and the Near East. But their plans do not stop there, for 
the Indian Ocean is the gateway to the farther East. 

They also have the armed power at any moment to occupy 
Spain and Portugal; and that threat extends not only to 


French North Africa and the western end of the Mediter- 
ranean Sea, it extends also to the Atlantic fortress of Dakar, 
and to the island outposts of the New World—the Azores 
and Cape Verde Islands. 

Yes, these Cape Verde Islands, only seven hours distance 
from Brazil by bomber or troop-carrying planes. ‘They 
dominate shipping routes to and from the South Atlantic. 


War Very CLose To HoME 


The war is approaching the brink of the Western Hemi- 
sphere itself. It is coming very close to home. 

Control or occupation by Nazi forces of any of the islands 
of the Atlantic would jeopardize the immediate safety of 
portions of North and South America, and of the island 
possessions of the United States, and therefore of the ulti- 
mate safety of the continental United States itself. 

Hitler’s plan of world domination would be near its oc- 
complishment today, were it not for two factors: one is the 
epic resistance of Britain, her colonies, and the great Do- 
minions, fighting not only to maintain the existence of the 
Island of Britain, but also to hold the Near East and Africa. 
The other is the magnificent defense of China, which will, 
I have reason to believe, increase in strength. All of these, 
together, are preventing the Axis from winning control of 
the seas by ships and aircraft. 

The Axis powers can never achieve their objective of world 
domination unless they first obtain control of the seas. That 
is their supreme purpose today; and to achieve it they must 
capture Great Britain. 

They could then have the power to dictate to the Western 
Hemisphere. No spurious argument, no appeal to senti- 
ment; and no false pledges like those given by Hitler at 
Munich, can deceive the American people into believing 
that he and his Axis partners would not, with Britain de- 
feated, close in relentlessly on this hemisphere of ours. 

But if the Axis powers fail to gain control of the seas, 
they are certainly defeated. Their dreams of world domina- 
tion will then go by the board; and the criminal leaders 
who started this war will suffer inevitable disaster. 

Both they and their people know this—and they and their 
people are afraid. That is why they are risking everything 
they have, conducting desperate attempts to break through 
to the command of the ocean. Once they are limited to a 
continuing land war their cruel forces of occupation will be 
unable to keep their heel on the necks of the millions of 
innocent, oppressed peoples on the Continent of Europe; 
and in the end their whole structure will break into little 
pieces. And let us remember the wider the Nazi land effort 
the greater is their ultimate danger. 

We do not forget the silenced peoples. The masters of 
Germany—those, at least, who have not been assassinated or 
escaped to free soil—have marked these silenced peoples and 
their children’s children for slavery. But those people— 
spiritually unconquered: Austrians, Czechs, Poles, Norwe- 
gians, Dutch, Belgians, Frenchmen, Greeks, Southern Slavs 
— yes, even those Italians and Germans who themselves have 
been enslaved—will prove to be a powerful force in the final 
disruption of the Nazi system. 


STRESSES FREEDOM OF SEAS 


All freedom—meaning freedom to live and not freedom 
to conquer and subjugate other peoples—depends on free- 
dom of the seas. All of American history—North, Central 
and South American history—has been inevitably tied up 
with those words, “freedom of the seas.” 

Since 1799, 142 years ago, when our infant Navy made 
the West Indies and the Caribbean and the Gulf of Mexico 
safe for American ships; since 1804 and 1805, when we 
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made all peaceful commerce safe from the depredations of 
the Barbary pirates; since the War of 1812, which was 
fought for the preservation of sailors’ rights; since 1867, 
when our sea power made it possible for the Mexicans to 
expel the French Army of Louis Napoleon, we have striven 
and fought in defense of freedom of the seas—freedom of 
the seas for our own shipping, for the commerce of our sis- 
ter republics, for the right of all nations to use the high- 
ways of world trade—and for our own safety. 

During the first World War we were able to escort mer- 
chant ships by the use of small cruisers, gunboats and de- 
stroyers; and that type of convoy was effective against sub- 
marines. In this second World War, however, the problem 
is greater, it is different because the attack on the freedom 
of the seas is now fourfold: first, the improved submarine; 
second, the much greater use of the heavily armed raiding 
cruiser or hit-and-run battleship; third, the bombing air- 
plane, which is capable of destroying merchant ships seven 
or eight hundred miles from its nearest base, and, fourth, 
the destruction of merchant ships in those ports of the world 
that are accessible to the bombing attack. 

The Battle of the Atlantic now extends from the icy 
waters of the North Pole to the frozen continent of the 
Antarctic. Throughout this huge area there have been sink- 
ings of merchant ships in alarming and increasing numbers 
by Nazi raiders or submarines. There have been sinkings 
even of ships carrying neutral flags. There have been sink- 
ings in the South Atlantic, off West Africa and the Cape 
Verde Islands; between the Azores and the islands off the 
American coast, and between Greenland and Iceland. Great 
numbers of these sinkings have been actually within the 
waters of the Western Hemisphere itself. 


REVEALS RATE OF SINKINGS 


The blunt truth of this seems to be this—and I reveal 
this with the full knowledge of the British Government: the 
present rate of Nazi sinkings of merchant ships is more than 
three times as high as the capacity of British shipyards to 
replace them; it is more than twice the combined British 
and American output of merchant ships today. 

We can answer this peril by two simultaneous measures: 
First, by speeding up and increasing our own great ship- 
building program; and second, by helping to cut down the 
losses on the high seas. 

Attacks on shipping off the very shores of land which we 
are determined to protect present an actual military danger 
to the Americas. And that danger has recently been heavily 
underlined by the presence in Western Hemisphere waters 
of a Nazi battleship of great striking power. 

You remember that most of the supplies for Britain go 
out by a northerly route, which comes close to Greenland 
and the nearby island of Iceland. Germany’s heaviest attack 
is on that route. Nazi occupation of Iceland or bases in 
Greenland would bring the war close to our continental 
shores, because those places are stepping-stones to Labrador, 
Newfoundland, Nova Scotia and the Northern United 
States itself, including the great industrial centers of the 
North, East and Middle West. 

Equally, the Azores and the Cape Verde Islands, if oc- 
cupied or controlled by Germany, would directly endanger 
the freedom of the Atlantic and our own American physical 
safety. Under German domination those islands would be- 
come bases for submarines, warships and airplanes raiding 
the waters that lie immediately off our own coasts and at- 
tacking the shipping in the South Atlantic. They would 
provide a springboard for actual attack against the integrity 
and independence of Brazil and her neighboring republics. 


To Repet AtracK Our AIM 


I have said on many occasions that the United States 
is mustering its men and its resources only for the purpose 
of defense—only to repel attack. I repeat that statement 
now. But we must be realistic when we use the word 
“attack”; we have to relate it to the lightning speed of 
modern warfare. 

Some people seem to think that we are not attacked until 
bombs actually drop in the streets of New York or San 
Francisco or New Orleans or Chicago. But they are simply 
shutting their eyes to the lesson we must learn from the 
fate of every nation that the Nazis have conquered. 

The attack on Czecho-Slovakia began with the conquest 
of Austria. The attack on Norway began with the occu- 
pation of Denmark. The attack on Greece began with 
occupations of Albania and Bulgaria. The attack on the 
Suez Canal began with the invasion of the Balkans and 
North Africa. The attack on the United States can begin 
with the domination of any base which menaces our security 
—North or South. 

Nobody can foretell tonight just when the acts of the dic- 
tators will ripen into attack on this hemisphere and us. But 
we know enough by now to realize that it would be suicide 
to wait until they are in our front yard. 

When your enemy comes at you in a tank or a bombing 
plane, if you hold your fire until you see the whites of his 
eyes, you will never know what hit you. Our Bunker Hill 
of tomorrow may be several thousand miles from Boston, 
Mass. 

Any one with an atlas, any one with a reasonable knowl- 
edge of the sudden striking force of modern war, knows that 
it is stupid to wait until a probable enemy has agained a 
foothold from which to attack. Old-fashioned common 
sense calls for the use of strategy which will prevent such 
an enemy from gaining a foothold in the first place. 


INCREASING ATLANTIC PATROL 


We have, accordingly, extended our patrol in North and 
South Atlantic waters. We are steadily adding more and 
more ships and planes to that patrol. It is well known that 
the strength of the Atlantic fleet has been greatly increased 
during the past year and is constantly being built up. 

These ships and planes warn of the presence of attacking 
raiders, on the seas, under the sea, and above the sea. The 
danger from these raiders is, of course, greatly lessened if 
their location is definitely known. We are thus being for- 
warned, and we shall be on our guard against efforts to 
establish Nazi bases closer to our hemisphere. 

The deadly facts of war compel nations, for simple self- 
preservation, to make stern choices. It does not make sense, 
for instance, to say, “I believe in the defense of all the 
Western Hemisphere,” and in the next breath to say, “I will 
not fight for that defense until the enemy has landed on our 
shores.” If we believe in the independence and integrity of 
the Americas we must be willing to fight to defend them 
just as much as we would fight for the safety of our own 
homes. 

It is time for us to realize that the safety of American 
homes even in the center of this, our own, country has a 
very definite relationship to the continued safety of homes 
in Nova Scotia or Trinidad or Brazil. 

Our national policy today, therefore, is this: 

First, we shall actively resist wherever necessary, and with 
all our resources, every attempt by Hitler to extend his Nazi 
domination to the Western Hemisphere, or to threaten it. 
We shall actively resist his every attempt to gain control 
of the seas. We insist upon the vital importance of keep- 
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ing Hitlerism away from any point in the world which 
could be used or would be used as a base of attack against 
the Americas. 

Secondly, from the point of view of strict naval and mili- 
tary necessity, we shall give every possible assistance to 
Britain and to all who, with Britain, are resisting Hitlerism 
or its equivalent with force of arms. Our patrols are 
helping now to insure delivery of the needed supplies to 
Britain. All additional measures necessary to deliver the 
goods will be taken. Any and all further methods or com- 
Lination of methods, which can or should be utilized, are 
being devised by our military and naval technicians, who, 
with me, will work out and put into effect such new and 
additional safeguards as may be needed. 

I say that:the delivery of needed supplies to Britain is 
imperative. I say this can be done; it must be done; it 
will be done. 

To the other American nations—twenty republics and the 
Dominion of Canada—lI say this: the United States does not 
merely propose these purposes, but is actively engaged today 
in carrying them out. 

I say to them further: You may disregard those few citi- 
zens of the United States who contend that we are dis- 
united and cannot act. 

There are some timid ones among us who say that we 
must preserve peace at any price—lest we lose our liberties 
forever. To them I say this, never in the history of the world 
has a nation lost its democracy by a successful struggle to 
defend its democracy. We must not be defeated by the fear 
of the very danger which we are preparing to resist. Our 
freedom has shown its ability to survive war, but our free- 
dom would never survive surrender. “The only thing we 
have to fear is fear itself.” 

There is, of course, a small group of sincere, patriotic 
men and women whose real passion for peace has shut their 
eyes to the ugly realities of international banditry and to 
the need to resist it at all costs. I am sure they are em- 
barrassed by the sinister support they are receiving from the 
enemies of democracy in our midst—the Bundists, the Fas- 
cists, and the Communists, and every group devoted to 
bigotry and racial and religious intolerance. 


EcHoers oF Axis PROPAGANDA 


It is no mere coincidence that all the arguments put for- 
ward by these enemies of democracy—all their attempts 
to confuse and divide our people and to destroy public con- 
fidence in government—all their defeatist forebodings that 
Britain and democracy are already beaten—all their self- 
ish promises that we can “do business” with Hitler—all of 
these are but echoes of the words that have been poured 
out from the Axis bureaus of propaganda. Those same words 
have been used before in other countries—to scare them, 
to divide them, to soften them up. Invariably, those same 
words have formed the advance guard of physical attack. 

Your government has the right to expect of all citizens 
that they take part in the common work of our common 
defense—take loyal part from this moment forward. 

I have recently set up the machinery for civilian defense. 
It will rapidly organize, locality by locality. It will de- 
pend on the organized effort of men and women every- 
where. All will have opportunities and responsibilities to 
fulfill. 

Defense today means more than merely fighting. It means 
morale, civilian as well as military; it means using every 
available resource; it means enlarging every useful plant. It 
means the use of a greater American commonsense in dis- 
carding rumor and distorted statement. It means recogniz- 
ing, for what they are, racketeers and fifth columnists, the 
incendiary bombs in this country at the moment. 


All of us know that we have made very great social prog- 
ress in recent years. We propose to maintain that progress 
and strengthen it. When the nation is threatened from with- 
out, however, as it is today, the actual production and trans- 
portation of the machinery of defense must not be inter- 
rupted by disputes between capital and capital, labor and 
labor, or capital and labor. The future of all free enter- 
prise—of capital and labor alike—is at stake. 

This is no time for capital to make, or to be allowed to 
retain excess profits. Articles of defense must have undis- 
puted right of way in every industrial plant in the country. 


Opposes STOPPAGE OF WorK 


A nation-wide machinery for conciliation and mediation 
of industrial disputes has been set up. That machinery must 
be used promptly—and without stoppage of work. Collec- 
tive bargaining will be retained, but the American people 
expect that impartial recommendations of our government, 
conciliation and mediation services will be followed both by 
capital and by labor. 

The overwhelming majority of our citizens expect their 
government to see that the tools of defense are built ; and for 
the very purpose of preserving the democratic safeguards of 
both labor and management, this government is determined 
to use all of its powers to express the will of its people, and 
to prevent interference with the production of materials es- 
sential to our nation’s security. 

Today the whole world is divided, divided between human 
slavery and human freedom, divided between pagan brutality 
and the Christian ideal. 

We choose human freedom—which is the Christian ideal. 

No one of us can waver for a moment in his courage or 
his faith. 

We will not accept a Hitler dominated world. And we 
will not accept a world, like the post-war world of the 
Nineteen Twenties in which the seeds of Hitlerism can again 
be planted and allowed to grow. 

We will accept only a world consecrated to freedom of 
speech and expression—freedom of every person to worship 
God in his own way—freedom from want—and freedom 
from terror. 

Is such a world impossible of attainment ? 

Magna Carta, the Declaration of Independence, the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the Emancipation Proclama- 
tion and every other milestone in human progress—all were 
ideals which seemed impossible of attainment—yet they were 
attained. 

As a military force, we were weak when we established 
our independence, but we successfully stood off tyrants, 
powerful in their day, tyrants who are now lost in the dust 
of history. . 

Odds meant nothing to us then. Shall we now, with all 
our potential strength, hesitate to take every single measure 
necessary to maintain our American liberties? 


Witt Meet CHALLENGE 

Our people and our government will not hesitate to meet 
that challenge. 

As the President of a united and determined people, I 
say solemnly: 

We reassert the ancient American doctrine of freedom of 
the seas. 

We reassert the solidarity of the twenty-one American 
republics and the Dominion of Canada in the preservation of 
the independence of the hemisphere. 

We have pledged material support to the other democ- 
racies of the world—and we will fulfill that pledge. 

We in the Americas will decide for ourselves whether and 
when and where our American interests are attacked or our 
security threatened. 
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We are placing our armed forces in strategic military 
position. 

We will not hesitate to use our armed forces to repel 
attack. 

We reassert our abiding faith in the vitality of our con- 
stitutional republic as a perpetual home of freedom, of toler- 
ance and of devotion to the word of God. 

Therefore, with profound consciousness of my responsibil- 
ities to my countrymen and to my country’s cause, I have 
tonight issued a proclamation that an unlimited national 
emergency exists and requires the strengthening of our de- 


fense to the extreme limit of our national power and 
authority. 

The nation will expect all individuals and all groups to 
play their full parts without stint, without selfishness and 
without doubt that our democracy will triumphantly survive. 

I repeat the words of the signers of the Declaration of 
Independence—that little band of patriots, fighting long ago 
against overwhelming odds but certain, as we are now of 
ultimate victory: “With firm reliance on the protection of 
Divine Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our 
lives, our fortunes and our sacred honor.” 


Proclamation of Emergency 


By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 
Issued at Washington, D. C., May 27, 1941 


HEREAS on September 8, 1939, because of the 
W outbreak of war in Europe a proclamation was is- 

sued declaring a limited national emergency and 
directing measures “for the purpose of strengthening our 
national defense within the limits of peacetime authoriza- 
tions.” 

Whereas a succession of events makes plain that the objec- 
tives of the Axis belligerents in such war are not confined to 
those avowed at its commencement, but include overthrow 
throughout the world of existing democratic order, and a 
world-wide domination of peoples and economies through 
the destruction of all resistance on land and sea and in the 
air and 

Whereas indifference on the part of the United States to 
the increasing menace would be perilous, and common pru- 
dence requires that for the security of this nation and of this 
hemisphere we should pass from peacetime authorizations of 
military strength to such a basis as will enable us to cope 
instantly and decisively with any attempt at hostile encircle- 
ment of this hemisphere, or the establishment of any base for 
aggression against it, as well as to repel the threat of preda- 
tory incursion by foreign agents into our territory and society, 

Now, therefore, I, Franklin D. Roosevelt, President of the 
United States of America, do proclaim that an unlimited na- 
tional emergency confronts this country, which requires that 
its military, naval, air and civilian defenses be put on the 
basis of readiness to repel any and all acts or threats of ag- 
gression directed toward any part of the Western Hemi- 
sphere. 

I call upon all the loyal citizens engaged in production for 


defense to give precedence to the needs of the nation to the 
end that a system of government that makes private enter- 
prise possible may survive. 

I call upon our loyal workmen as well as employers to 
merge their lesser differences in the larger effort to insure the 
survival of the only kind of government which recognizes the 
rights of labor or of capital. 

I call upon loyal State and local leaders and officials to co- 
operate with the civilian defense agencies of the United States 
to assure our internal security against foreign directed sub- 
version and to put every community in order for maximum 
productive effort and minimum of waste and unnecessary 
frictions. 

I call upon all loyal citizens to place the nation’s needs 
first in mind and in action to the end that we may mobilize 
and have ready for instant defensive use all of the physical 
powers, all of the moral strength and all of the material 
resources of this nation. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused 
the seal of the United States of America to be affixed. 

Done at the City of Washington this twenty-seventh day 
of May, in the Year of Our Lord Nineteen 
Hundred and Forty-one, and of the Independence 
of 
The United States of America the One Hundred 
and Sixty-fifth. 


(seal ) 


FRANKLIN D. ROoosEVELT. 
By the President: 
CorpveL_t Hutt, Secretary of State. 
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thousands of intelligent young people who would gain from it an informa- 
tion and an outlook which it would take many years to get in any other 


way or from any other source.” 


DR. NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER, President, Columbia University 





